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THIS month we look at one of the national papers alongside the usual fascist publications in ‘What 
Their Papers Say’. The themes in Andrew Alexander’s writings on racism in the Daily Mail are 
remarkably similar (in some cases identical) to those in papers like League Review and the writings of 
A.K. Chesterton, the grandfather of the National Front. 

Since we went to press another article appeared, written in the same vein, but printed this time in 
The Times, a paper with a traditionally liberal background. Called ‘In black and white, time for the 
truth’, the author is John Hutchinson, professor of Industrial Relations at the university of California 
and a visiting member of the LSE in London. Above the article is a large cartoon, worthy of any 
fascist street propaganda. It shows a huge tiger, its spots made up of characatured black children’s 
faces, crouching over a row of inner city tower blocks and flats. 

The gist of the article is that Britain should learn from the American experience of ‘‘race relations’, 
for the sake of the “‘partnership across the water’’ if nothing else. After two years of “roaming the 
streets of Brixton and other riven districts’ the author concludes that the ‘‘inner city black’’ presents 
“‘us’’ with a problem ‘‘insoluable by means customary to the free society, if by solubility we mean 
fraternity and equal opportunity and the cohesion of the community. The gulf between black and 
white, in the special and concentrated circumstances of the inner city, seems too deep for effective 
brotherhood or even a sense of common citizenship’. 

Echoing Thatcher’s famous ‘swamping’ speech, he says that the national heritage of Britain is 
threatened by new and strange cultures — he then goes on to link poverty and crime with “‘the 
evidence that street mugging is largely an activity of young black men’’. He makes the aside that the 
left and ‘‘some vestrymen’”’ have been quicker to condemn police excesses than the crime of ‘mugging’ 
— referring to the recently published report by the C of E General Synod Board for Social 
Responsibility which assesses the Metropolitan Police’s crime figures for 1981 as ‘‘inadequate and 
poorly presented’’. 

The problems then are the distribution of blacks and their numbers. The solution to the problem? 
He stops short of repatriation but then says: ‘‘It is a measure of the quality of public debate on race 
that proposals to reduce the inner city tensions by such means on a voluntary basis should be regarded 
by demon manufacturers on the left as one step short of gas-chamber racism, when in fact it is public 
policy in France, West Germany and Switzerland, which take the preservation of public peace and 
unity as a duty’’. He admits it is public policy in Britain too, but ‘‘in such modest and furtive terms as 
to be fairly described as covert’’. 

Unless something is done about numbers of ‘migrants’, he warns, totally disregarding the fact that 
many black people here are in fact British citizens, there will be ‘‘deeper sorrows’’ to come. What he is 
referring to is the possibility that ‘“‘black anger will meet the terrorist capacity and the revolutionary 
purpose’’ and the resulting response of the ‘‘barbarians of the National Front and their presently 
silent allies on the farther reaches of the Right’’. 

We make no apology for quoting this article at such length. It reproduces almost every facet of the 
kind of racism that helped Margaret Thatcher win the last election. The idea that British people — 
white — are being ‘swamped’ by people of other cultures, the idea that law and order is inextricably 
linked to race, the idea that the only way to ‘‘solve the problem”’ is to reduce the number of black 
people living in Britain. 

The rapidly increasing number of deportation cases (see page 15) is proof that ‘covert’ repatriation, 
as Hutchinson glibly puts it, is already under way. The Nationality Act, which comes into effect later 
this year, will make it even easier for the Home Office to decide who is to stay in Britain and who is 
not. 

The fact that The Times now prints a justification for this policy may have something to do with the 
Murdoch ownership — not long ago the Sun argued that the CRE should be disbanded and the money 
used to finance repatriation. But the article still expresses the kind of racism we are faced with in the 
80s. It reflects the growing acceptance of the absurd idea that the national crisis can be solved by 
getting rid of the blacks — exporting the problem literally. 
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SINCE Leicester Lawyer Antony 
Reed Herbert went into self- 
imposed exile in the Irish Republic, 
a whole series of people have been 
keen to meet and talk to him about 
things connected with his nazi 
politics. His interests range from 
gun-running to providing an illegal 
drinking club for his nazi mates. 
From the time that Reed Herbert started 
out as a Tory Party candidate in 
Leicester in the early 70s, to his 
defection to the old National Front and 
later the setting up of his own nazi 
group, the British Democratic Party, the 
would-be squire has slowly descended 
deeper and deeper into the morass of 
political extremism and crime. But those 
closest to him at least felt he had some 
loyalty to them in his various business 
and political enterprises. This is about as 
far from the truth as one can get. 

When Reed Herbert moved into his 
law offices at Humberstone Road, 
Leicester, he offered it to his nazi 
colleagues as a political base and a social 
club. The club was illegal and the people 
running it sold home-brewed — drink 
without paying Excise duty on it — a 
criminal offence. Drinking went on at all 
hours without a licence. The Leicester 
police, despite an excellent exposé in the 
Daily Mirror of the goings on in the 
club, did nothing. Nor did the Tax man 
or the Customs and Excise authorities. 

After last summer’s exposure in a 
World in Action programme of him 
organising gun-running along with 
Jimmy Styles, the East London nazi, 
and Lutz Vaughan of Column 88, he 
was fast to squeal on Styles, asking 
police officers ‘‘why me and not him’’. 
Lutz Vaughan had a connection with 
Reed Herbert’s law practice on a 
business as well as a political level. 

But in February last year Reed 
Herbert thought up another money- 
making idea. He would set up a knitwear 
firm and sell its products on the Irish 
market. The use of nazi heavy Ray Hill 
as a travelling salesman clearly gave Hill 
a cover to see Reed Herbert on more 
political matters on his visits to Eire. 

_ When things got too hot for Reed 

Herbert he took off to Eire and put the 
building on the market for £30,000. He 
had originally put up £6,000 towards the 
£12,000 it had cost; the rest had been put 
up by shareholders, some of whom were 
leading activists in the BDP. None of 
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A well-embroidered tale 


these people, including ex-conman and 
BDP printer Peter Ash and former NF 
activist Andy Ashby, have had a penny 
out of the profits. 

The company first operated out of a 
garage owned by Peter Ash in breach of 
planning regulations according to a 
spokesman for Leicester Council. Last 
November they moved into premises at 
107 Bridge Road, Leicester. They rented 
the building and two expensive knitting 


daughter work for the company. But 
once again they don’t seem to be able to 
stop knocking their own. Some 
employees who have been working for 
them claimed that they were paid 
starvation wages because the bosses 
thought they were drawing dole at the 
same time. A visit to the night shift in 
recent times by DHSS investigators 
might have proved very revealing. 

So as the debts pile up and former 





Reed-Herbert’s lonely cottage in Dingle, Eire, where he sits out of reach of the 


VAT inspectors and his own unhappy colleagues back in Leicester. 


machines from a local Asian 
businessman Mr Mahil, who owns 
another knitwear company J.M. 
Knitwear. 

Reed Herbert’s company is registered 
at Companies House as Heftstar Ltd 
trading as Leicester Embroidery Co. 
Reed Herbert is the majority 
shareholder. He set up Andy Ashby as 
Managing Director and Peter Ash is a 
director. Now Ash and Ashby are as sick 
proverbial parrots. They are having to 
front for all the flack that is being 
thrown at Reed Herbert by Customs, 
Tax men and the DHSS. They are also 
being chased by their creditors. Mr 
Mahil, the landlord, told Searchlight 
that he is owed £450 for electricity bills 
he has paid on their behalf plus two 
quarters’ rent amounting to £1,300. The 
knitting machines are his and he told us 
that he intends to padlock the doors of 
the factory on them if he does not see 
their money soon. 

Mr Mahil said that he knew nothing 
of their political connections and as far 
as he was concerned it was a straight 
business deal that had gone wrong. 
After being told of their racist 
connections he thought that they might 
be trying to take him for a ride because 
he was an Asian. 

Those running the outfit were keen to 
keep it in the nazi camp. Ash’s wife and 


employees complain to Searchlight and 
the landlord seeks legal advice to lock 
them out, Reed Herbert is still holding 
onto the proceeds of the sale of his old 
offices. Messrs Ashby and Ash look 
forward with each visit of the postman 
to either a cheque from the Prince across 
the water for their share of the profit of 
the sale, or a summons from the Tax 
man. 

The father of one former employee 
has allegedly taken the law into his own 
hands. Will ‘‘Bill’’ Brakes, the husband 
of one-time NF Directorate member 
Beryl, took up the matter of the way his 
son Dean was treated under Andy 
Ashby’s management. Ashby, according 
to sources at Leicester Magistrates 
Court, has brought a charge of assault 
against Brakes. The case will be heard in 
October. 

In the meantime VAT inspectors are 
thought to be investigating the firm’s 
VAT records. It is suspected that the 
firm described goods sold by them as 
children’s wear which is not subject to 
VAT. In fact it is adult menswear. 

Anti-fascists in Leicester would be 
delighted to see justice done to Mr 
Ashby, for it was his candidacy for the 
NF in 1979 that led to the infamous NF 
march through the city and one of the 
largest anti-fascist mobilisations ever 
seen in the Midlands. 





BNP founder 
resigns 


ONLY five months after the launching 
of the ‘‘party of nazi unity’’, the British 
National Party (BNP), one of its most 
influential members has resigned after a 
row with leader John Tyndall. Eddie 
Morrison, whose job in the BNP was to 
have been youth Organiser, is thought to 
have clashed with Tyndall’s wealthy 
father-in-law, Charles Parker. But for 
whatever reason, he has left, advising his 
clique of supporters in the BNP to stay 
where they are for the time being. 
This includes Joe Short, who was 
recently disowned by the Liberal Party 
after revelations in Searchlight and the 
Daily Mirror that he had a long history 
of nazi politics. (Short was selected as 
local candidate in Croydon in recent 
elections (Searchlight 83 & 85), having 
spent three years in the party as an 
infiltrator.) Ray Hill, another influential 
member of the BNP and close friend of 
Morrison, has also remained in the 
BNP, but the friendship between Short, 
Hill and Morrison — they are all 
Yorkshiremen and have known each 
other for some years — must be making 
Tyndall feel extremely insecure. 
Meanwhile Morrison is busy forming 
another group, which must be’ at least 
his fifth attempt to do so. This one is 
called the Anti-communist Movement, 
based in Islington, north London. 
Although tiny at the moment, it 
represents yet another choice for 
disgruntled London fascists seeking an 
outlet for their violent nazi politics. 








Webster leads his 300 supporters on an anti-IRA march in Hertfordshire after it was banned 
in Luton. The Front are also planning another rally in Fulham, London on 29 August under 


the banner ‘Defend Rights for Whites’, to coincide with the Notting Hill Carnival. 
Photo: Evening Post-Echo. 


WEBSTER GRAPPLES 
TO SAVE THE 


FRONT 


THE National Front, dwindling by the 
hour, is in poor shape as members of the 
Directorate lose their patience with Martin 
Webster. His much publicised attempts to 
disrupt a meeting addressed by Home 
Secretary William Whitelaw last February 
was clearly designed to gain credit for 
himself in the eyes of his followers. But the 
formation of the BNP and the steady trickle 
of defections in that direction have greatly 
affected the Front. Rumours of disloyalty 
are rife. Richard Verrall, who is no longer 
active in the Front, still has friends on the 
Directorate, and Webster’s little joke in 
naming him as editor of Holocaust News 
has further alienated them (see Whispers). 
Andrew Brons, chairman of the Front, is 
said to be becoming more and more 
disillusioned and Philip Gegan, the 
Leicester solicitor who was once Anthony 
Reed-Herbert’s partner, is said to be so fed 
up that he does not intend to stand for re- 
election to the Directorate once his present 
term is completed. Gegan was a particularly 
close friend of Verrall’s. 

Webster has always avoided the formality 
of being leader of the Front, preferring to 
be the ‘‘power behind the throne’’. If Brons 
and Gegan were to go however, there would 
be no one suitable left to assume even 
nominal leadership. The only person to 





have joined the NF in recent weeks is UDA 
link man Steve Brady, who has been active 
in NF circles for some time. While the 
outcome of Webster’s trial at Highbury 
Magistrates court will affect, no doubt, the 
short term life of the National Front, the 
long term prospects for their survival are 
pretty low. 


@ Leeds NF in street 
violence 


Last month Searchlight reported a gang attack 
on Socialist Worker sellers in Leeds city centre. 
Four weeks later, on 31 July, a gang of National 
Front youths tried to disrupt a Troops Out 
Movement picket held to commemorate the 
deaths of two H Block hunger strikers. A group 
of about 30 mobilised in the city centre, with a 
Smash the IRA leaflet ready prepared. Witnesses 
saw Steve Gaunt, a well-known local fascist (now 
doing ‘O’ level politics with NF chairman 
Andrew Brons in Harrogate College of FE) 
leading the attack. Members of the gang were 
wearing ‘Up yours Argentina’ T-shirts and were 
waving Union Jacks. Eddie Morrison was also 
on the scene, and said by observers to be 
watching with great interest. 

. Police arrived and arrested two of the NF gang 
on public order charges. The Troops Out 
Movement picket was sufficiently well-stewarded 
to prevent any injuries. 


@ Detention centre 


Kevin Watmough, another Leeds fascist, was 
sent to detention centre for six months for 
shouting abuse at people coming out of a Rock 
Against Racism concert in July. Last February 
he had been given a conditional discharge by 
Leeds Crown Court for possessing an offensive 
weapon. In January 1981 he was given a three 
month sentence at a detention centre after being 
involved in a racist attack. 

Watmough, 19, who claimed in court to have 
disassociated himself from right-wing groups, 
was said to be the only NF member present at the 
RAR gig. He was shouting abuse and obscenities 
through a loudhailer. Mr Recorder Gordon, a 
Bradford magistrate, told him, ‘‘You committed 
this offence in an area where there is a 
substantial coloured population who are going 
about their life and their business in a perfectly 
proper and decent manner. You conducted 
yourself in such a way as to make that peaceful 
situation extremely doubtful and liable to burst 


open’’. 


®@ Shoplifting fine 


Derek Merry, Plymouth organiser of the BNP, 
was recently fined £160 for shoplifting and using 
a false name to obtain a students rail card. This is 
the second time Merry — who is one of Tyndall’s 
most loyal supporters in the west country — has 
been in the courts. Earlier in the year he was 
found guilty of incitement to racial hatred. He 
was given a 12 month sentence suspended for one 
year after being found guilty of two out of five 
charges under the Race Relations Act. 





A local teacher helps to remove fascist graffiti from the Cable Street mural (17.7.82). 


NEWS IN BRIEF 





POET ATTACKED BY BM GANG 


THE controversial Socialist poet Malcolm 
Bennett was viciously attacked by a gang of 
British Movement skinheads recently during a 
recital of his work at the Phoenix Centre, 
Cirencester in Avon. 

After the assault the Bristol poet was 
repeatedly asked by the police whether he had 
mentioned the Falklands conflict or British 
troops during his performance. Despite his 
denials Malcolm Bennett was warned that he 
may be charged under the Public Order Act for 
inciting a riot. 

The attack came during a poem about Jimmy 
Kelly, the Liverpudlian who was found dead 
while in police custody. After continual heckling 
of ‘Jew’ and ‘Commie’ the gang, clad in Union 
Jack T-shirts with ‘Made in England’ tatoos on 
their foreheads, started throwing beer at the 
stage and spitting at Bennett. Then about 12 of 
the skinheads chased him into the dressing-room 
where he was attacked with chairs and kicked to 
the ground. 

The police were called and arrested four of the 
gang although Bennett was again assaulted 
outside the club. The young poet was taken to 
hospital to receive stitches and treatment for 
facial cuts and bruises, but now seems reticent 
about the incident and the BM involvement: 

‘*They feel its their territory politically and so 
anyone who objects or criticises is seen as a 
threat or the enemy’’. 

One of the gang will now be charged for 
assault. Local police however deny that the 
attack was organised by the British Movement or 
any other group. 


@ NF SUPPORTER SENT “FILTHY” 
LETTERS 


A National Front supporter sent letters through 
the post covered with grossly offensive 
comments. Judge Graham Neville told him: 
“You are a nuisance. The writing of such filth 
is not to be tolerated’. 
David Brading Weddell (59), of Camelford, 


North Cornwall, had admitted sending a postal 
packet to Councillor Connie Geach. On the 
envelope were references to ‘‘vile black scum’’, 
and asking ‘‘Have you any daughters raped by 
black pigs?’’. Weddell also referred to Mrs 
Geach, who has been concerned with rehousing 
Vietnamese boat people, as a ‘‘treacherous 
degenerate creep’’. 

Weddell denied that the comments he had 
written were offensive, but was found guilty by a 
Bodmin Crown Court jury, and given a 
suspended sentence of 28 days imprisonment. 
Weddell admitted being a National Front 
supporter. (Cornish Guardian, Bodmin 15.7.82.) 


@ NOVEMBER 9th SOCIETY BEHIND 
RACIST ATTACKS 


Milton Keynes has been subjected to a very 
unpleasant campaign of nazi daubings on public 
property over the last few months. Most of it can 
be attributed to one man — the infamous and 
idiotic Kommandant Terry Flynn. His personal 
organisation, the November 9th society, would 
be little more than a joke, if it were not for the 
effect it has had on young people in the area, and 
the resulting very real fear of racist violence that 
it provokes. 

Following a meeting of the November 9th 
society at the end of July, with people dressed in 
nazi uniform, local papers reported a ‘wave’ of 
nazi-style vandalism, with swastikas and racist 
propaganda painted over buildings and cars. One 
worker at an Asian supermarket came to work 
one morning to find his door kicked in and ‘You 
Die’ sprayed on the walls. A trade union office 
and homes of black families were also daubed. 

Though Flynn claims that none of the graffiti 
or the attacks are anything to do with him, there 
is clear evidence that members of his 
organisation engage in vicious racist attacks and 
spreading nazi propaganda. In March this year 
we reported two incidents of racial violence 
involving young men associated with Flynn. In 
one three youths from Bletchley were sent to 
detention centres for their part in an attack on an 
Asian man in Southend. (Flynn sent a gang of 
skinheads equipped with racist and nazi leaflets 
on Spring Bank Holiday last year, when the 
attack took place.) The judge who sentenced the 
youths described it as ‘‘hideous, monstrous, 
cowardly and, above all, racialist’’. (See 
Searchlight 81.) 





@ IMMIGRATION OFFICERS LEAVE 
UNION 


Immigration officers have been leaving the civil 
service union, the Society of Civil and Public 
Servants, to join a new group, called the 
“Immigration Service Union’. 

The ISU was formed last December, after 
disagreement between the Society branch 
representing immigration officers, and the 
national leadership. It now claims 1,000 
members out of 1,500 immigration officers. One 
of the causes of the breakaway was the Society’s 
support for Nelson Mandela, the imprisoned 
black South African leader. The ISU claims to be 
“‘non-political’’. 

The existence of the ISU could affect an 
enquiry into racial discrimination in the 
immigration service by the Commission for 
Racial Equality. The Society of Civil and Public 
Servants supports the CRE enquiry, but the ISU 
says its co-operation is conditional on its 
members being guaranteed a right of access to 
the results of the CRE’s observations. 

The ISU is not at present recognised by the 
Home Office. (The Guardian 14.7.82.) 


@ SOUTHWARK — PASSPORT CHECKS 


Until April of this year, one District Housing 
office in Southwark, south London, would 
demand to see your passport if you were black or 
had a ‘foreign-sounding name’ before processing 
your housing application. Yet no such policy or 
practice had been agreed by the Borough’s 
Housing Committee. Certain senior officers were 
independently instructing staff — presumably to 
‘preserve’ housing resources. 

In March NALGO housing stewards 
discovered this practice and subsequently a 
motion was carried at the April branch executive 
condemning the practice and pledging support 
for any member who refused to carry out such 
racist checks. At the same time the independent 
Housing Aid Resource Unit (HARU) also 
published evidence indicating the practice was 
widespread in Southwark. 

HARU also reported that those carrying out 
the checks had, on occasions, made contact with 
Home Office officials informing them of 
passport irregularities and arranging for them to 
interview applicants. In one case a black 
applicant was arrested in the Housing Office 
after being asked to visit on the pretext of 
furthering his application. 

Southwark’s Housing Director responded to 
NALGO’s actions by stating that such checks 
were not council policy. They also issued an 
instruction to all staff forbidding such practices. 

The Housing Chair of the previous Labour 
administration promised an inquiry into the issue 
but to date NALGO members have heard 
nothing further. 

It has become clear since then that the senior 
officers did not act in isolation but had the tacit 
permission of the management. Southwark 
NALGO’s Black Worker’s group will be pressing 
for a full inquiry to prove where the real 
responsibility lay. 





WORKING WITH YOUNG PEOPLE 





THEATRE GROUP BRINGS 
FASCISM TO LIFE IN SCHOOLS 


IN THE next few months 
Searchlight will be looking at 
ways anti-racists are working in 
schools and youth clubs. All the 
teachers, youth workers and 
young people we have spoken 
to agree on one point: there is 
no easy solution. Though it 
would be wrong to imply that 
young people are more racist 
than their parents, we face a 
situation where fascist 
organisations make a specific 
appeal to youth, who are 
increasingly bearing the brunt 
of the recession. There are very 
few guidelines as to how to deal 
with this. 

One important factor in anti-racist youth 
work is that there is no such thing as a 
correct technique which can be applied in 
every situation. In many cases, the views of 
the person in authority carry less weight 
than those of peers. It is clearly very 
important then that the teacher or youth 
worker does not preach or disregard the 
young people’s own experience and ideas. 

We went to visit Livestock Theatre 
Group who had just finished touring 
schools in Greater London with a play 
about fascism. They aimed from the start to 
raise the issues of racism and fascism in 
such a way that their audiences took the 
discussion out of their hands and argued 
against racism with each other. Judging 
from the reaction to their play, ‘Back to 
Front’, they had been very successful in this 
and had some very interesting things to say 
about the ways in which theatre is able to 
raise these issues. 

The decision to perform a play about 
contemporary fascism presented the group 
with several problems — not least the 
hostility of many schools towards the idea. 
At first they intended to locate the plot in 
nazi Germany, but rejected this because it 
might be easier for young people to dismiss 
it as history, rather than make connections 
with their own lives. The group was also 
briefed to make the play relevant to the 
schools’ syllabus, which they found 
extremely limiting. In the end they arrived 
at a story that was about fascism in the 
future, based very much on the present 
situation and on what happened in nazi 
Germany, and though not specially related 
to school work, managed to provoke such 
interested and lively discussion that most 
teachers were able to spend more time 
talking about it in class. The group provides 
a special pack of materials to help take the 
discussion further. 


The plot centres on a figure called Tatler, 
a charismatic fascist leader who has just 
become prime minister after a massive 
victory at the polls. There are six other 
characters who are intended to portray a 
cross section of people affected by his 
regime. The group decided that they would 
have no heroes, only victims, and that they 
would all be white. Every time Tatler opens 
his mouth, it has devastating effects on one 
of these character’s lives. 

Tatler came to power on his promise to 
rid the country of blacks. Four of the 
characters work in an immigration office 
(so-called) where they handle the papers of 
those waiting for deportation. Those to be 
‘sent home’ are taken to camps to await 
transport, but everyone knows that most of 
them never leave the camps. As the play 
continues, more and more of those who 
disagree with Tatler or become expendable 
find their way to the death camps — after 
blacks, all foreigners and then all those with 
non-British connections. 

One of the most important characters is 
Chas, the skinhead. At the beginning of the 
play he struts around as the ‘white warrior’, 
but he doesn’t last long. Tatler, the national 
leader, sitting at tables with world figures 
like Reagan, is embarrassed by his uncouth 
followers. Skinhead uniform is banned and 
finally Chas himself is betrayed and sent to 
the camps. 


Mental health 


Another theme central to the play is the fate 
of women in the fascist regime. At the start 
a TV interviewer asked passers-by why they 
voted for Tatler (she later disappears as a 
result of her ‘curiosity’). Sharon, who later 
works in the immigration office, is totally 
infatuated with Tatler, with his special 
appeal to white women. She ends up in a 
mental hospital after she refuses to have 
children — she is told that it’s not her 
choice. 

Throughout the play the dialogue 
between the characters is very important, 
especially as more and more people are 
relegated to the camps. The only one to 
survive is Keith, who always manages to 
stay out of trouble and keep his nose clean. 
At the end of the play he is left clearing the 
desk of Sharon’s things. He looks up at 
Tatler and asks, ‘How long will it be before 
you come for me?’. Tatler gives an evil grin. 

When the play is over, the characters 
come to sit with the audience to discuss it 
with them. They stay in their roles and 
answer questions about what they have 
done and said. In most cases they found 
they had to begin for about ten minutes 
being as provocative as they could, until 
members of the audience joined in. Don, 
who plays Tatler, was concerned to be as 


credible as possible, allowing himself to be 
cornered, but never too easily. His lines are 
very familiar: ‘‘I’m not racist, I just like 
things in their proper place’’. 

Though the audience reactions varied 
from school to school, the most popular 
themes for discussion were racism, 
repatriation (always condemned as immoral 
and impossible) and what happened to the 
women. Very often the audience, made up 
of third and fourth years, had already 
condemned Tatler in the course of the play 
and were quick to attack him once he joined 
them in discussion. As far as possible the 
characters relate the events in the play to 
what is happening in real life, but really 
their function is to be discussed themselves. 
Interestingly, the majority thought that 
they would act like Keith and stay out of 
trouble as much as possible. As most of the 
schools visited were predominantly white, 
the discussions focused on white racism and 
fascism rather than any idea of black 
resistance. 

Out of ten schools visited, in only one 
were the racist minority dominant. A front 
row of loud bullies who ‘hated pakis’ 
intimidated the rest of the audience into 
silence. The group found this situation the 
most testing, but were committed to staying 
in their roles rather than reacting as they 
would normally. But in every other case the 
technique (called ‘hot-seating’) worked so 
that it was the majority of anti-racist 
students who silenced the racist ones. 

A teacher’s pack is also provided with the 
play, in case a class wants to take the 
discussion further. This includes both 
fascist and anti-fascist literature and 
selected topics from the discussions after 
the play. 

Because of its success, Livestock Theatre 
Group will be touring again in September 
with ‘Back to Front’. If any Searchlight 
readers who are also teachers are interested 
in hiring them, they should contact us first 
for their address. 
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ITALY 


Italian religious murders 


A neo-nazi group has claimed responsibility 
for the murder of a priest and a lay brother 
in the city of Vicenza. The group, which 
calls itself Ludwig, announced that its aim 
was to bring about the ‘‘death of those who 
betray the real God’’. 


WEST GERMANY 





German nazis increase 
activity 

The number of offences committed by the 
extreme right in West Germany are now at 
the highest level since the end of the Second 
World War. New official statistics record 
1,824 ultra-right offences in 1981, a 11 per 
cent increase on 1980. 


Nazi massacre in Germany 


In an attack on a Nuremburg disco at the 
end of June a 26 year old slater, Helmut 
Uxner, murdered two black Americans and 
an Egyptian, seriously injured three other 
foreigners and finally opened fire on two 
policemen before killing himself. His bag 
was found to contain 200 rounds of 
ammunition and posters of the 
NSDAP/AO, the US-based so-called 
overseas organisation of the German nazi 
party. 

A few days previously, Uxner and 
another extremist had been charged with 
making insulting anti-semitic phone calls 
and painting swastika graffiti. At the time 
of his death, despite having been in trouble 
as a juvenile for arms offences, he was in 
possession of two weapons licenses. 


DENMARK 


Danish Rightist Activity 


Danish anti-fascist activists are concerned 
at the recent activities of two ultra rightist 
organisations. The first, Konservative 
Gymnasiaster (Conservative Sixthformers) 
was formed in 1975 and functions inside the 
Conservative Youth. It claims 4,000 
members and its politics are best summed 
up in a recent quote from one of its district 
organisers — ‘‘No Queers, Heathens or 
Lefties’. Unconcerned with race — a black 
member recently gave an _ interview 
defending the right of individuals to shout 
abuse at him on the streets! — the KG is 
basically an anti-communist organisation, 


some of whose members describe 
themselves as anarcho-capitalist. 

The other group, the EAP (European 
Workers Party) has been involved in 
confrontations with squatters in 
Copenhagen. Its propaganda is well- 
produced as one would expect from a 
section of the bizarre ex-Marxist American- 
based sect, the National Caucus of Labour 
Committees. This grouping, led by Lyn 
Marcus — both his name and that of his 
organisation change from time to time — 
holds a peculiar conspiracy theory which 
divides the world into the forces which 
pursue scientific progress and those who 
seek to take society back to feudalism. The 
latter range from David Rockefeller to the 
British and Dutch Royal Families to the 
ecology movement, all connected together 
in a centuries-old conspiracy to control the 
world. The organisation is best remembered 
for its ‘Operation Mop-up’, an 
unsuccessful operation a few years ago to 
wipe out the US left, the supposed tools of 
the Rockefeller plot. 

Recently, another rightist group has 
emerged on the Danish scene. This time, it 
is the Norwegian organisation, Vigilante 
Forum, earlier responsible for the murder 
of two of its members on the outskirts of 
Norway’s capital, Oslo (see Searchlight 70). 
The Forum, which Norwegian police 
thought was defunct, has revealed its 
continued existence with a series of 
threatening letters against Denmark’s 
natural gas project. 


FRANCE 


Gaullist group banned 


Following the scandal over the murder last 
summer of an official and five members of 
his family (see Searchlight 76), the Service 
d’ Action Civique, the Gaullist secret army, 
has been banned by the French 
government. A recent government inquiry, 
however, notes that the organisation has 
already taken steps to reappear under a new 
name. 


French fascist bombing 


Three days after he had moved out, the 
Paris flat of Regis Debray, special advisor 
to President Mitterrand and well-known 
socialist intellectual, was devastated by a 
bomb planted by an obscure extreme right 
organisation, the French Revolutionary 
Brigades. The Brigades had earlier 
kidnapped a left-wing writer and demanded 
the dismissal of Communist writers from 
the Government. 
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Focal Pointed 


It will not have gone unnoticed by our more 
observant readers that Searchlight has been 
much exercised by the activities of David 
Irving over recent months, and it might 
have crossed their minds to enquire 
whether the irascible Mr Irving has been 
similarly exercised with us. After all, the 
Britische Historiker’s magazine Foca/ Point 
continues to advertise its intention to 
publicise the wicked doings of “Searchlight, 
the Anti-Nazi League, the Socialist Workers 
Party and extremist or racist (sic) 
organisations”, and it is surely high time for 
him to fulfill this awesome pledge in full 
measure. 

Well, we are sad to report that all even the 
very latest edition of Foca/ Point can come 
up with, in short paragraphs located in the 
obscurer parts of the journal, are a few 
geriatric chestnuts (reprinted from earlier 
editions), a grossly inaccurate summary of 
events at a recent Searchlight meeting, and 
the puerile dubbing of our editor as 
“Veronica ‘Adolfa’ Ware’. Since March, on 
the other hand, we have exposed the origins 
of David Irving’s Focus Policy Group in 
meetings attended by hard-line nzais, his 
extensive lecture tours of Germany hosted 
by a prominent German neo-nazi group, the 
increasing racism of his publication, the 
fact that his correspondence columns are 
riddled with fascists and much else besides. 
Can it be that we know something he 
doesn’t? 


% * % 


Greater Brighton Movement 


Speaking of Foca/ Point's correspondence 
columns, we're interested to note a letter 
for one Sue Evelyn of Hove (yes, Hove is 
near Brighton) which takes the Falklands as 
its starting point and continues: 

“Closer home, our ‘Kith and Kin’ in 
Rhodesia did not matter one jot to the 
government. Many thousands there have 
had an alien culture forced upon them. It 
was even considered racialism to use the 
phrase when referring to White Rhodesians. 
Have we got all our principles mixed up?” 

A good question, Ms Evelyn, another 
being whether you are the same Sue Evelyn 
who was a supporter member of the 
National Socialist Movement during its ill- 
starred period of existence (under Colin 
Jordan’s Fihrership) in the early 1960s, who 
was closely connected with John Tyndall's 
openly nazi Greater Britain Movement in the 
mid-60s, and who joined the National Front 
at its foundation in 1967? 

Well, intrepid Searchlight reporters can 
confirm that you are that same Sue Evelyn, 
and, furthermore, that you are most miffed 
that David Irving grossly bowdlerised your 
letter in his magazine. Luckily, however, Ms 
Evelyn (who now lives in retirement in the 
mecca of Greater Brighton) thinks she has 


an outlet for her entire uncut epistle. She’s 
sending it to John Tyndall's Spearhead. 


% % % 


In need of treatment 


Finally, from Foca/ Point, the following: 
“One of our correspondents writes: ‘You 
make a point of exposing the criminal 
activities of Searchlight: my home was 
broken into on 5 December and a letter file 
taken. As a result just about every edition of 


Searchlight prints little titbits ... such as 
that . . . an old friend kindly sent me a few 
luncheon vouchers when | was 


unemployed, plus the usual exaggerations 
and rumours and lies. | did not report the 
matter to the police as | am sure they would 
have treated me as a criminal’.”” 

David Irving's correspondent, in this case, 
is Keith Thompson of the nazi League of St 
George. 


% % % 


Bad King John 


A quick meander, now, down memory lane, 
to the happy days of the mid-70s, when the 
National Front (with John Tyndall at the 
helm) proclaimed itself to be a party 
unswervingly dedicated to democratic 
principles. All of this sentimental liberal 
guff has long since gone, of course, and for 
an example, let us turn to David Ball’s 
article in the latest Spearhead (the Tyndall- 
mag) which is titled “Some fallacies of 
‘democracy’.” 

Mr Ball makes his position quite clear: 
“Democracy”, he informs us disarmingly, 
“never has and never will be a successful 
system of government”. In its place, Mr Ball 
would like to see the autocratic rule (on 
“aristocratic principles”, the phrase Mein 
Kampf uses) of a single Leader, who, though 
counselled by ‘a body of the wisest in the 
land”, should not have to “grovel for votes” 
from the electorate, who “remain in an 
appalling state of ignorance’. Quite how 
this Leader should emerge is not clear, but 
one possibility is firmly rejected by Mr Ball, 
which is “the seizure of power by some 
arrogant little ‘Fiihrer’, the kind which 
regrettably has gained positions of power or 
influence in some Nationalist parties. Whilst 
on the face of it they may implement many 
of the policies you and | hold dear, their 
prime motivation would not be the 
regeneration and advancement of the 
Anglo-Saxon race, but rather the holding of 
absolute power over life and death for the 
sake of it”. 

Now, it might seem that in referring to 
arrogant little Fihrers who've gained 
influence in “Nationalist” parties, Mr Ball 
might be sailing pretty close to the wind, as 
that definition applies with morbid accuracy 
to the editor of the journal in which he is 
writing. But we realise why John Tyndall’s 
blue pencil has not been wielded when we 
read on: 

“The final alternative is that of the arrival, 
in power of a man who is truly dedicated to 
the future of our people, one who would 
wield such absolute power only to benefit 
the nation, and not for personal gain. | 
believe it is right to say at this point that | 
consider the only person who fits this 
category is John Tyndall, which is the 
reason why | followed him when he formed 


the New National Front in 1980, and is why | 
will continue to follow him for the fore- 
seeable future. He has often remarked that 
should someone more able than he come 
along, (haw haw!) he would be willing even 
eager to step down (are you serious?), but is 
shrewd enough (you bet) to realise that no 
such replacement currently exists”. 

And Mr Ball goes on to pre-empt the 
whispers of the cynical thus: 


“Perhaps a few unkind souls may at this 
point accuse me of attempting to gain a 
measure of influence with Mr Tyndall with 
these remarks (never!). Anyone who 
believes this is seriously misjudging both 
myself and Mr Tyndall”. 

Well, all we would say is that when, back 
in 1975, another Tyndall acolyte (Richard 
Verrall by name) wrote a similar piece in 
Spearhead, calling for a restoration of the 
English medieval system of kingship in 
modern Britain, he did not identify the Great 
Leader (a man of “commanding spirit, real 
ability, experience and personal integrity’’) 
that he had in mind. Now everything is 
clear. Arise, King John! 


% * % 


Sales Talk 


Talking of Richard Verrall (who, as is well 
known, did not follow John Tyndall into the 
New National Front), we gather than he is 
highly resentful of his position as editor of 
Holocaust News, the latest attempt by the 
Hancock clan to promote the idea that no 
Jews died under the nazi Empire. Not, you 
understand, that Verrall wants to leave the 
post: he didn’t know he’d got it. He was 
obviously named as editor merely to add the 
cachet of his reputation as a peddler of this 
particular lie, and, as he is trying hard to 
distance himself from his various fascist 
associates, he is apparently not best 
pleased. 

There may be another reason too. 
Holocaust News, we are delighted to report, 
has been a publishing disaster, and has left 
the prolific Hancocks with a massive bill. 


* % % 


Roy’s Boy 

At the risk of being accused of an obsession 
with Stephen Haseler, leader of the Social 
Democratic Alliance, founder member of 
the SDP, and former ‘distinguished fellow” 
of an ultra-conservative Washington think- 
tank (the Heritage Foundation), let us 
merely mention in passing that when the 
Guardian speculated in June that Haseler 
might run against Williams and Rodgers for 
the Presidencey of the SDP, (announcing en 
route that Haseler was a fervent Jenkins 
supporter in the earlier contest) that 
newspaper's diarist failed once again to 
note Haseler’s connection with bedrock 
American conservatism. 

Haseler, according to the Guardian, didn't 
think he would run. The Guardian took that 
to mean that he was still thinking about it. 
Let us simply remark that if he does run, and 
the no-campaigning rule for SDP elections 
still holds, we will do our best to com- 
municate Haseler’s interesting past to the 
party at large. For we are kind and helpful 
folk, and we feel they ought to know. 


THE LAST JUDGEMENT 
OF LORD DENNING 





Geoffrey Bindman looks at the 


difficulties of fighting racial 
discrimination in the courts 





LORD DENNING'S last judgment reinforced cynicisms about the attitude 
of the judiciary towards ethnic minorities and towards the Race 
Relations Act. The outcry which Lord Denning aroused by his recent slurs 
on black jurors might have led him to take particular care to avoid further 
offence to black people even if he did not change his basic views. In 
upholding the decision of the Birmingham County Court judge that no 
unlawful discrimination was involved in the exclusion of a 13-year-old 
boy from a school merely because he would not give up wearing a 
turban, neither Lord Denning nor his fellow judges showed any 
awareness of the humiliation which had been inflicted on the boy and his 
father; on the contrary they went to considerable lengths to demonstrate 
that their sympathies lay rather with the intolerant headmaster. 


The major legal issue in this case and the 
only one firmly decided by the Court of 
Appeal was whether Sikhs are ‘‘persons 
defined by reference to their ethnic ... 
origins’’. If so they are protected by the 
Race Relations Act and any discrimination 
against them which is based on their 
identification as Sikhs is unlawful. 

Direct or deliberate discrimination was 
alleged originally as well as indirect. To 
establish the former it would have been 
necessary to prove that the headmaster 
deliberately intended to treat Gurinder 
Singh Mandla less favourably than other 
boys on the ground of his ethnic origin. 
Alternatively, indirect discrimination was 
alleged: applying a rule to him which a 
considerably smaller proportion of his 
group could comply with than of other 
groups. The County Court judge found in 
favour of the headmaster on both counts 
and the allegations of direct discrimination 
was not pursued in the Court of Appeal. 


Outworn notions 


There is no doubt whatsoever that 
Parliament intended Sikhs to be treated as 
an ethnic group and covered by the Act. In 
the White Paper preceding the Act the rule 
barring the wearing of turbans was used to 
illustrate the meaning of indirect 
discrimination. Ministers in the 
parliamentary debates confirmed Sikhs 
were covered. The modern definition of 
“ethnic”? which appears in the 1972 
supplement to the Oxford English 
Dictionary: ‘‘pertaining to or having 
common racial, cultural, religious or 
linguistic characteristics’’ is accepted by all 
scholars and replaced earlier definitions 
which stress the discredited biological 
notion of race. It is quite clear that 
‘ethnic’? was used in the Race Relations 


Act to prevent it being restricted by such 
outworn notions; yet it was precisely by 
treating ‘‘ethnic’’ as synonymous with 
“‘racial’’ that the Court of Appeal were able 
to flout the intention of Parliament. Lord 
Denning even chose to give preference to a 
1934 Dictionary definition over the current 
Oxford definition and the opinions of all 
scholars in the field including Dr Roger 
Ballard of Leeds University who, giving 
evidence in the Mandla case, said ‘‘I think 
Sikhs are the classic example of an ethnic 
group’’. 

The judges relied heavily on the fact that 
discrimination on the ground of religion is 
not covered by the Race Relations Act; they 
identified Sikhs as a religious group but this 
is simplistic and inaccurate. A common 
religion is one of the major characteristics 
which bind communities together and it is 
therefore obviously an important factor in 
determining whether a group can be 
properly described as an ethnic group but 
common religion and ‘“‘ethnicity’’ are 
plainly not in contra-distinction. The 
judges were faced with a problem when the 
headmaster conceded that the Jews were an 
ethnic group protected by the Act; he 
obviously felt it would be too much to 
expect the court to exclude Jews and there 
had already been decisions holding that 
Jews were covered. To argue that Jews are 
an ethnic group when Sikhs are not seems 
absurd, however. As has been pointed out 
by several people following the Mandla 
decision, on every possible test the Sikhs 
came out more clearly as an ethnic group 
than the Jews. The Court of Appeal relied 
on the fact that Sikhism was founded by a 
known individual some 500 years ago 
whereas Judaism was obviously very much 
older and the Jews have wandered from 
place to place as a group. But how can any 
biological or blood connection be 


established between the present day Jews 
and the original Jews? Jews comes in all 
shapes and sizes and colours. Sikhs more 
often share common physical and cultural 
characteristics. 


Disturbing 


There could be an appeal to the House of 
Lords but whatever the result of any such 
appeal, the views and attitudes of the Court 
of Appeal judges are very disturbing. Lord 
Denning has now gone and his successor 
Lord Justice Donaldson has a far better 
record in the race relations cases he has had 
to deal with. But Lords Justices Oliver and 
Kerr who sat with Lord Denning in the 
Mandla case showed even less sensitivity 
and understanding of discrimination. They 
criticised the CRE for assisting Mr Mandla 
to pursue his case and for questioning the 
headmaster about his turban ban in what 
they claimed was a harassing manner. At 
least one of the judges regarded the ban as 


justifiable notwithstanding its 
discriminatory impact on Sikhs. They 
ignored the fact that religious 


discrimination is made unlawful by the 
European Human Rights Convention, that 
no other public or private school 
approached by Mr Mandla’s lawyers found 
it necessary or desirable to ban turbans, and 
that the wearing of turbans has been 
accepted in every other walk of life as 
reasonable and proper. Perversely, it was 
even suggested that Mr Mandla was 
exhibiting intolerance by contesting the case 
and that the CRE were promoting racial 
discord by supporting him. 

Ironically, the CRE has been criticised by 
the Home Affairs Committee of the House 
of Commons and by many black people for 
insufficiently vigorous law enforcement. 
This case demonstrates the contrary but 
shows the extraordinary difficulties faced 
by victims of discrimination and the CRE in 
the courts from judges hostile to the Race 
Relations Act. 


NEWS IN BRIEF 





@ NF LEADERS LEAFLETS BANNED 


Accrington National Front leader David Riley, 
has been barred from distributing his racist 
leaflets for five years. He was also ordered to pay 
up to £100 costs. 

The case, heard at Manchester County Court, 
involved the Commission for Racial Equality, 
who were seeking an injunction barring Riley 
from distributing the leaflets. Riley had 
distributed leaflets in Accrington, urging 
residents to oppose planning applications from 
Asian residents. The injunction also covers 
similar literature. At the entrance to the court, a 
small group of Riley’s supporters, waving 
banners, were jeered by anti-fascists. 

Earlier, at Preston Crown Court, Riley had 
been given a two year suspended prison sentence, 
and ordered to pay £857 costs, after being 
convicted of publishing material likely to incite 
racial hatred. This case involved the same 
leaflets. Riley had refused to give a voluntary 
undertaking that he wouldn’t distribute the 
leaflets in future. (Lancashire Evening Telegraph 
6.7.82.) 








THE Freedom Association began its 
life in the mid-seventies as the National 
Association For Freedom (the name 
changed in 1979 because it was thought 
to be too similar to the National 
Front). 

The FA council involves right-wing 
Conservative MPs such as Jill Knight (MP 
for Edgbaston), right-wing businessmen 
such as Sir Frank Taylor, Chairman of 
Taylor Woodrow, and academics such as 
Harry Ferns of Birmingham University. 
Although council members are often only 
nominal members, a number of major 
industrial organisations are represented 
there including Aims, the free enterprise 
campaign (by Michael Ivens), British 
United Industrialists (by Colonel Juan 
Hobbs) and the Economic League, which 
holds a massive blacklist of trades unionists 
and left-wing political activists (by Lord 
Brookes, Chairman of GKN). 

The centrepiece of the FA’s ideology is its 
charter of rights and liberties. This includes 
‘Freedom to engage in private enterprise’’, 
“*The right to private ownership’’ and ‘‘The 
right to dispose or convey property by deed 
or will’’. The charter is principled, idealistic 
and the sort of thing most Conservatives 
and Social Democrats could agree with. 
However, the FA has always been choosy 
on which articles of the charter it 
campaigns. For instance, in pursuance of 
article eight, ‘Freedom to belong or not to 
belong to a trade union or employer’s 
association’’ it has taken up dozens of 
campaigns of people dismissed for refusing 
to join a trade union under a closed-shop 
agreement but it has never campaigned on 
behalf of a trades unionist sacked for 
belonging to a trade union. 

From the start NAFF gained a reputation 
for pursuing its campaigns vigorously. 
Early on, with John Gouriet and Robert 





George Ward. eee 
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Moss at the helm, court actions were fought 
and won over the introduction of 
comprehensive education in Tameside, and 
the postal workers union South Africa 
boycott. NAFF also went to the aid of 
Trust Houses Forte in the Night Out 
dispute in Birmingham and George Ward in 
his dispute with APEX members at the 
Grunwick photographic plant in North 
London. 


Closed-shop campaign 


John Gouriet left NAFF in 1978 and has 
since been active in a number of right-wing 
causes, such as the Christian League of 
Southern Africa. He was replaced as 
campaign organiser by Derek Jackson (of 
Operation Drake fame) whose FA career 
also met an undignified end when he was 
made redundant in 1980. Both of these staff 
changes led to considerable dissent within 
the Association at the time. Derek 
Jackson’s redundancy led to the resignation 
of Thom. Robinson, a London branch 
chairman. It also led to a great deal of 
criticism of the way the organisation was 
managed and in particular of Sir John 
Roxburgh. 

Jackson’s departure was accompanied by 
that of the research officer Graham Smith, 
who was also made redundant. Smith 
occupied the ‘“‘libertarian’’ fringe of the 
Association and had been active, together 
with a number of other Association 
members including Chris Tame, an ex- 
research officer of the NAFF, in a London 
based libertarian Conservative group 


known as the Libertarian Alliance. 

More recently, the FA has made the 
headlines over the case that it fought at the 
European Court of Human Rights on 
behalf of three British Rail employees who 
were sacked for refusing to join the 
Transport 


Salaried Staffs Association 





Derek Jackson. 


WHO OR WHAT IS THE FREEL 
OR — WHATEVER HAPPEN 


under a closed-shop agreement. It must be 
said that the FA’s aggressive presentation 
of the case was in complete contrast to the 
timid and half-hearted defence of the 
closed-shop put up by HM government, the 
TSSA and the TUC. 

Last year the Freedom Association 
supported the case of Joanna Harris, a 
meat inspector employed by West Midlands 
County Council at a meat factory in the 
Black Country. Ms Harris became the 
darling of Fleet Street for a while and 
together with the Daily Express the FA 
successfully mounted a professional and 
emotive campaign which won Harris the 
sympathy of the nation and resulted in 
NALGO members voting against the union 
membership agreement at a mass meeting. 
Although the Freedom Association support 
for Harris even included the writing of 
her speeches, they carefully ignored the fact 
that she was heiress to the family that 
owned the factory and had a considerable 
financial interest in it. 


Losing members 


The Freedom Association has certainly 
been losing members in recent years. 
Although its peak membership was never as 
high as John Gouriet’s spurious claim of 
40,000 it probably did reach 20,000 and 
now stands at less than half that. Not 
surprisingly, it draws its members heavily 
from the happy hunting grounds of the 
Home Counties. Branches in Surrey, Sussex 
and Kent being the strongest and most ac- 
tive. Other areas popular with those retir- 
ing, such as Devon and Cornwall, also have 
active branches. The industrial areas of the 
North and the Midlands have medium-sized 
branches and certainly the West Midlands 
branch has been extremely active over the 
past three years. 





Lord de L'Isle. 


OM ASSOCIATION? 





Two out of many examples of the way the Free /Vation, paper of the Freedom Association, 
campaigned over the case of Joanna Harris and NALGO’s closed shop agreements. They 
never mentioned that she was connected to the family that owned the factory and had 


considerable financial interest in it. 

On the whole the Freedom Association 
can justifiably claim to have stayed out of 
the pockets of big business. They have 
consistently run their operations at a loss 
for a number of years and rely on 
subscriptions and donations to bolster their 
funds (branches in the South of England 
and particularly in the South West being 
especially helpful in this respect). Money is 
raised through the usual means of coffee 
mornings, barbecues, jumble sales and so 
forth. Some donations do find their way 
from business sources and some large firms 


(Tate and Lyle and Taylor Woodrow spring 
to mind) contribute by regular advertising 
in the Association’s monthly newspaper the 
Free Nation. For all this, however the 
Freedom Association is not a rich organisa- 
tion and the sensational court battles of its 
early days probably pushed it to the limits 
of its resources. 


Correction: 


Last month we stated that Ross McWhirter had 
been killed in Northern Ireland. This should have 
read ‘a suburb in north London’. 


PROMINENT IN THE FREEDOM 
ASSOCIATION NOW ARE: 


@ Brian Crozier: A member of the Free 
Nation editorial board and the FA 
council. He was editor of the Economist 
Foreign report until 1964. He is also 
Director of the Institute for the Study of 
Conflict and a member of the board of 
the Foreign Affairs Research Institute. 
Previously he was managing director at 
Forum World Features. 

@Lord De L’Isle: Chairman of the 
Freedom Association and also Chairman 
of Pheonix Assurance. 

@ Gerald Hartup: Former researcher at 
the National Economic Development 
Office. Now FA _ National Branch 
Organiser. 

@ Michael Ivens: Member of the 
Freedom Association Council and 
management committee. He is also 
director of Aims. 

@ Norris McWhirter: Member of both 
Lite Oca maCrierlitnimeniial euler 
Management committee. He is the 
brother of Ross McWhirter who was 





assassinated by the IRA in 1975 and 
whose widow is also currently active in 
the FA. He publishes the Guinness Book 
of Records. 

eSir John Roxburgh: A member of 
both the Freedom Association Council 
and its management committee. He is 
Chairman of the Grovebell Group. 
eSir Frank Taylor: A Freedom 
Association Council member and the 
Vice-president of Aims. He is a director 
of Taylor Woodrow, the construction 
group, English Electric and Babcock 
and Wilcox. 

@ Phillip Vander-Elst: 


He was very 
active in the Freedom Association for a 
number of years and took over as editor 


of the Free Nation in 1981. He has 
worked at the Institute of Economic 
Affairs and the Centre for Policy 
Studies. 

@ Rachel Tingle: A regular contributor 
to the Free Nation and married to 
Phillip Vander-Elst. 


DOUBLE STANDARDS 


WE are often struck by the double 
standards of some of the organisations 
we observe. Two clear examples 
appeared in the July issue of the Free 
Nation, the monthly paper of the 
Freedom Association. 

On the Free Nation’s letters page we 
find correspondence from Commander 
Victor Clarke DSc. RN (Retd.) and Mr 
E. Grattan. Commander Clarke’s 
epistles are more usually to be found 
these days in the British League of 
Right’s journal On Target although he 
has also written for the Free Nation in 
the past. We find this an altogether odd 
association as we seem to remember 
the BLOR being branded as “fascist” 
not so long ago in a report published by 
the Institute for the Study of Conflict 
whose director Brian Crozier also sits 
on the editorial board of the Free Nation. 
The FA often tries to distance itself 
from other right-wing organisations. 
They have, for instance, refused to 
carry an advert for WISE but often take 
advertisements from the BLOR’s 
publishing house, Bloomfield Books. 
The Free Nation has even disowned Air 
Vice Marshal Don Bennet, the patron 
of the BLOR. 

But if they have simply let that one 
slip through, then they have also 
missed Ted Grattan of the Oxfordshire 
branch of the FA. A prolific letter- 
writer, Mr Grattan has also written for 
the BLOR’s On Target. It seems very odd 
that an organisation such as the 
Freedom Association which criticises 
the Labour Party for entertaining 
extreme left-wingers can tolerate 
supporters of a “fascist” organisation 
in its own ranks. 

If the July issue of Free Nation didn't 
shirk from a few double standards the 
June issue must really have plumbed 
the depths of hypocrisy and bad taste. 
Not surprisingly, this issue devotes 
much of its space to the war in the 
Falklands. Now the Free Nation is 
usually vigorous in its criticism of the 
Soviet Union’s human rights record but 
much kinder when it comes to other 
repressive regimes such as the Latin 
American oligarchies. Indeed regular 
Free Nation readers could be forgiven 
for thinking that the Soviet Union is the 
only repressive regime in the world. So 
now Free Nation is rushing to make up 
the lost ground and show us that the 
“Argies” can be pretty nasty as well. 

Suddenly they remember the 
“‘20,000-30,000'" who have “simply 
disappeared”; suddenly they remember 
Jacobo Timmerman, the Argentine 
newspaperman kidnapped, tortured 
and imprisoned without a trial for more 
than two-and-a-half years by the 
junta’s agents; suddenly they 
remember that Argentina is “a military 
dictatorship where dissent may result 
in torture, imprisonment and 
execution”. But isn’t it just sickening 
that they had to wait this long — until 
250 British servicemen have died at the 
hands of the same regime that has 
murdered thousands of dissenters. 
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From 
League 


Review 
to the 


Daily Mail 


THIS month we welcome (if that’s the 
appropriate word) a new addition to 
the works surveyed in this column. 
However, before we usher in the new 
recruit a few preliminary words of 
introduction are in order, for we are 
not dealing with yet another grimy 
fascist publication, printed in some 
back-street cellar on creaky, ink- 
splattering old equipment. No, it’s the 
Big Time, as we extend our column 
space to a representative of Fleet Street 
— Andrew Alexander, the political 
editor of the Daily Mail. 

Mr Alexander caught our eye last 
November when he boldly announced in his 
regular column that ‘‘the time has come to 
make a stand in favour of racialism’’ and 
then proceeded to trot out a series of old 
racialist clichés (see Searchlight, December 
1981). Mr A’s clichés were, of course, not 
so dissimilar from the clichés of those 
magazines which have for a number of 
years been making their unpleasant stands 
in favour of racialism and which we 
regularly, and some would say tediously, 
detail in this particular section of 
Searchlight. 


Unsavoury 


Mr Alexander has not, of course, taken to 
parading in the bizarre uniforms so beloved 
of our regular ‘clients’ (again a none too 
appropriate word), nor has he to our 
knowledge taken out membership of any of 
the organisations who make it their 
profession to take determined stands in 
favour of racialism. In fact he would 
probably be horrified at the very thought, 
and would, no doubt, declare himself to be 
the first to denounce the hooligans of the 
NF or British Movement or whatever. But, 
on the other hand (and Mr A seems to be 
‘just the sort of person who would qualify 
any such condemnation with a balanced 
“but on the other hand...’’), anyone 
standing up for racialism will find themself 
sailing periously close to some most 
unsavoury company. 
Just how close can be seen by comparing 
Mr A’s recent outbursts with the crop of 
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fascist publications which have landed on 
Searchlight’s doorstep this month. But let 
us start by noticing those bits of the fascist 
press which will not find their way into 
Mr A’s way of thinking. 

To begin with League Review, published 
by the League of St George, has reappeared 
after a period of silence. The old familiar 
names of its former contributors are 
missing and its new team of writers seem to 
be equipped with matching pseudonyms. 
However, a stinging-nettle by any other 
name is still a stinging-nettle and the 
contents are much the same. There’s still 
the advertisements for the sorts of obscure 
organisations and publications which do 
not find their way into the small ads of the 
Daily Mail. And the articles still spew out 
the same old nazi message. 

One piece is worth mentioning because it 
voices a slight criticism of the Third Reich, 
which, according to the author, 
“undertook official, publicised, generalised 
measures against the Jewish minority’’. 
Nothing wrong with this, of course, by the 
standards of League Review, but the 
trouble was that Hitler ‘‘grievously under- 
estimated Jewish world power and 
influence’ and all the good intentions of 
the Third Reich were undermined by 
foreign Jews. The author concludes: ‘‘The 
historic lesson was plain: Do not take 
measures against the Jews if other Jews are 
ensconsed in a state stronger than your own 
and within striking distance’’. 


Decadence 


The July issue of John Tyndall’s magazine 
Spearhead allows no such criticism of 
Hitler, but instead uses the Falkland issue 
as an excuse for writing about the racial 
inferiority of the Latin types. And who is 
the source for Spearhead’s expert 
knowledge of race? None other than the 
man John Tyndall now adoringly calls 
“The Fihrer’’ (capitalising the definite 
article as a mark of extra respect). Tyndall 
even quotes from Hitler’s Last Will and 
Testament to show ‘‘the total decadence of 
the Latin peoples’’. 

This is all worth mentioning because it is 
not so long ago that Tyndall would not 
have dared to quote openly from his idol in 
public. Five years ago he was standing up 
for racialism in a much more subdued way, 
and in fact this month’s Spearhead gives us 
a reminder of this former style. 

Padding out the pages of Spearhead is a 
long piece by A.K. Chesterton, first 
published in 1973 just a few months after 
the author’s death. Chesterton was the first 
chairman of the NF, not to mention a 
leading figure in Oswald Mosley’s pre-war 
British Union of Fascists. What is notable 
about Chesterton’s piece is that it contains 
none of the Hitler quotations, which 
Tyndall now weaves into his own work, nor 
the open anti-semitism of League Review. 
Instead it goes on at length about ‘‘the 
liberal disease’? which has become ‘‘a 


nation-wide pestilence, poisoning the body 
politic and shaping its policies’’. 

In fact, the tone, and indeed much of the 
content, of Chesterton’s article could have 
come straight out of one of Mr Alexander’s 
Daily Mail efforts. 


Fair play 


On 30 July Mr Alexander, for example, was 
sounding off about ‘‘the power of the 
liberal establishment’? which ‘‘brands 
people as ‘racist’ ’’ (people, that is, like Mr 
Alexander and others who like to stand up 
for racialism). Mr A’s immediate target is 
the Commission for Racial Equality, which, 
he says, ‘‘is an agent for discord’’ and is 
‘‘promoting resentment’? amongst the 
British ‘‘who are by and large among the 
most tolerant of peoples’’, (strange that 
Chesterton also stressed that ‘‘fair play’’ 
formed ‘‘part of the British tradition’’ and 
even League Review this month talks of the 
Englishman’s ‘‘sense of fair play’’). 

One of Mr A’s arguments is that fifty 
years ago the Jews did not need a 
Commission of Racial Equality to protect 
them against anti-semitism, and look at 
them now: ‘‘They are everywhere in places 
of power and importance’’ (world power 
and influence perhaps — but no matter 
Mr A_ has said enough to keep the 
pseudonymous authors of League Review 
chuckling). 

One of the dominant themes of 
Chesterton’s piece was that ‘‘international- 
ism’’ in general, and immigration and the 
Common Market in particular, were 
destroying Britain’s ‘‘life-preserving 
tradition’’. These are the very topics which 
moved Mr Alexander to write an earlier 
piece on 22nd February entitled ‘‘Stop this 
chopping away of our roots’. There we 
have an impassioned plea to save ‘‘our 
national institutions, our identity’? and 
‘feven our national independence’’. We 
learn that the EEC ‘‘has represented a very 
real attack upon our national identity’’. 

Then it’s on to race (with a casual aside 
that ‘‘American blacks are engrossed by 
wild fantasies’): ‘‘And when it came to 
immigration, which represented another 
massive alteration of British identity, the 
Tory Party was in the forefront of the 
activity’. Just like Chesterton, who wrote 
that the ‘‘Western Liberalism’’ was 
uprooting ‘‘the customs, norms and ideals’’ 
necessary for British survival, so Alexander 
bemoans the passing of traditions, and 
claims that “‘it is the jettisoning of our 
normal ballast that represents the most 
persistent assault on our normal morale and 
self-confidence’’. 

We'll leave Mr Alexander for the 
moment restoring his own self-confidence 
by standing up for racialism. No doubt in 
the coming months he’ll be repeating his 
confidence boosting exercises and then 
again we’ll allow him to share our column 
space with the likes of the League of St 
George and the National Front. 


(William 


’ ugh fascist movements aha : 
any ideological 
chorecteriotics, there are a number || 

of distinct fascist traditions, deriving _ 
from the inter-war years, 
reflected in the present day. _ 


In Britain, the tradition of Oswald 


__Mosley’s British Union of Fascists can be 
stinguished from other varieties of 

_ fascism in various ways. Born into the 
landed gentry, Mosley first rose to 
__ prominence in the Labour Party, but his 

disillusion with the 1929 Labour 

_ Government's inadequate handling of 
_ the Great Depression (and his failure to 


_ gain personal advancement) led him to. 


__ split with the Labour Party and form the 
__ "New Party” in February 1931, in order to 
promote corporatist economic policies 


based closely on those of Mussolini's _ 


Italy. Following the electoral failure of 


the New Party, however, Mosley turned 


increasingly to anti-semitic rhetoric in 
order to recruit his Blackshirt army from 


the streets of the East End, and on 1. 


October 1932 he formed the British Union 
__ of Fascists. The BUF gained the support 
_of a number of “distinguished” people, 
including Lord Rothermere of the Daily 
Mail, who announced his adherence to 
the fascist cause with the ringing 
_ headline “Hurrah for the Blackshirts!” 
At its maximum point of strength (in 
1934) the BUF numbered 40,000 
members, but it never made any 
significant electoral impact. The vicious 
behaviour of Blackshirt thugs at 
Mostley’s Olympia Rally of 1936, 
however, confirmed the Union's 
growing reputation for violence, and the 
_ 1936 Battle of Cable Street (in which anti- 
fascist East Enders prevented Mosley’s 
march through a predominantly Jewish 
area) led to the imposition of the Public 
Order Act of the same year, designed 
partly to curb Blackshirt activities. 
In the two years before 1939, the 
Union’s main concern was to prevent the 
_war against Hitler (in 1936, Mosley had 
added “and National Socialists” to the 


___BUF’s title) and when that project failed, 


Mosley and a number of his leading 
isociates were jailed under war-time 
ternment regulations. 
Although some of Mosley’s henchmen 
did not survive the war and its aftermath 
: 1 “Lord Haw Haw’ Joyce, 
__ hanged in 1945, had been a leading BUF 
member), Mosley himself became 
involved immediately after the war with 
“Fascist International” of European 
scists attempting to regroup their 


but 


FASCIST TRADITIONS 
1. THE MOSLEY HERITAGE 


Pan-Europeanism in action: the League of St. George march with other nazi groups | 


at the annual get-together in Diksmuide, Belgium. 


France to lick his wounds (and wait for 
the call that never came). He died near 
Paris two years ago. 


“Europe a Nation” 


The most significant element of post- 
war Mosleyism lived on, however, which 
was its Pan-Europeanism, and _ its 
consequent international links. The 
initial slogan of the Union Movement 
was “Europe a Nation”, and the main 


political difference between Union 


Movement and the other, much larger 


fascist groups (like the National Front) 


was its commitment to British 
membership of the EEC. This division 
mattered little while the UM remained a 
tiny dwindling fanclub (its paper Action 
consisted and consists largely of reprints 
of the Great Man’s thoughts, and the 


repetitious meanderings of Action editor 


— and fan-in-chief — Jeffrey Hamm). 


But in 1974, a group of Mosleyites split 


from the UM to form a Hook more 


significant organisation: 
club’ called the League of St George. 


“political 


The League has not only kept Pan- _ 


Europeanism alive in modern British 


Fascism (and been proscribed by the NF __ 


for so doing: in August 1975 leading 


Fronter Martin Webster complained that __ 
the League ‘should more honestly be 


called ‘The League of St Oswald’, for at 


heartitis nothing morethanavehiclefor | 
the ‘Europe a Nation’ concept of Sir 


Oswald Mosley’). It has also kept open 
nazism alive and kicking too, in the days 


when the NF was considerably more coy _ 
in such matters. In September 1976, for __ 


example, the editorial of League Review 
announced with pride that “we honour 
national-socialism’, going on to declare 


that nazism was ‘the only dynamic 


alternative to socialism’, looking 


forward to the day when it would form 


Europe”. 


the foundation of "a new _unity of : 


The major importance of the League 


_ emerged a little later, however, when (in - 
January 1979) another League Review 


editorial announced that ‘overseas 


liaison is beginning to bear fruit in no — 


, inconsiderable way, for we know that _ 


' these torch bearers of European 
nationhood who have been drawn to 
_ visit Britain in the past few years . . 


tered forces. In Britainitself, Mosley | 


-emerged in 1948, with the formation 
Union Movement, 
in contd until the 1958 


1 for anti-black - 
| stand on an anti- 


: Sis sisd in Kensington in 


which jf 


not go away disappointed ... fhe 


progress of British resurgence is acting _ 
like a detonator os Europe”. . 


thres years, League officials 


_ only been both hosts to andg 
: leading European nazi terrori 
have 


Mosley attacked ata “y 


East End of London. _ 


he last ‘12 months provi 


did 
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Letters 





Comrades, 

We wish to reply to your July editorial, 
which in our view contained a number of 
unjustified attacks on the Anti-Nazi League. 

The generai view of the platform speakers 
at your recent meeting in London seemed to 
be that the nazis had fallen on hard times. 
Certainly our own detailed reports indicate 
that in most areas of the country there is 
now significantly less nazi activity than a 
year ago. Also, where a ‘problem’ develops 
in a particular area, it is usually short lived, 
with the nazi organisers demonstrating an 
inability to involve their members and 
supporters on a regular basis. Recent nazi 
demonstrations have been smaller than 
those held in the past and their popular 
support, as evidenced by the May election 
results, remains small. It is even possible 
that the number of racist attacks has 
declined: there were 24 racist murders last 
year and, thankfully, none so far this year. 

Five years ago, when the ANL was 
formed, the National Front had been 
organising a series of intimidating marches 
in predominantly black areas and they 
looked set to replace the Liberals as the 
third force in British politics. The threat was 
definite and immediate and on that basis we 
were able to develop a mass movement. 
Today it would be impossible to build such a 
movement, because the same threat does 
not exist. An illustration of the need to 
understand what is possible at present was 
provided by your meeting, held in a 1200 
seat hall, but attended by only 60 people. 
For us to attempt to artificially recreate a 
mass movement would be irresponsible, as 
it would demoralise the activists and reduce 
our credibility within the labour movement. 

Your suggestion that “racism is not a 
product of unemployment” is misleading. 
There clearly is a relationship between the 
despair and frustration produced by 
increasing unemployment and, in the 
absence of any clear alternatives, a search 
for scapegoats. This is what the nazis have 
attempted to exploit. Our experience shows 
that among working class youth anti-racist 
and anti-fascist propaganda on its own has 
only a very limited impact. The attraction of 
the YNF and other similar organisations is 
based, in large measure, on the camaraderie 
and social life which they provide, coupled 
with their anti-establishment image. 
Activity like that of the CND, the People’s 
March and the Right to Work Campaign can 
play a valuable role in countering this 
appeal. Incidentally, on the question of 
propaganda, last year we distributed well 
over a million leaflets linking anti-racism 
with the fight for a better life for young 
people. 

We have never taken it upon ourselves to 
organise an all-embracing anti-racist 
movement. However, our leaflets have 
always attempted to expose the racist lies 
on which the nazis’ politics are based, and 

_ we have encouraged involvement in other 
anti-racist campaigns. 

Recently, we produced a special 
broadsheet explaining the background to 
the trial of the Bradford 12, and we 
mobilised for the demonstrations and 
pickets in support of the 12. We are also one 
of the main sponsors of the Campaign 
against Racist Laws, and actively involved 
in its organisation and protests. This latter is 
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particularly important because the question 
of immigration is central to the ideology of 
racism, and Tory arguments lend support to 
nazi demands for repatriation. 

There are a number of reasons for the 
current demise of the nazis, but probably 
the central obstacle to their growth is the 
existence of a right-wing Tory government 
which is fiercely anti-union, patriotic, racist 
and popular. Of course the situation will 
change, and when it does our response will 
have to change accordingly. For the 
present, our main task will be to remain 
vigilant, and to counter particular nazi 
offensives where possible, whether 
marches or propaganda. 

Over the years Searchlight has established 
a substantial and well justified reputation by 
providing a mass of detailed and accurate 
information about the nazis. We feel sure 
that, as long as it maintains a realistic 
assessment of the strengths of the nazis 
and avoids unwarranted criticisms of other 
anti-fascists, it will continue to be well 
respected. That is important in order that 
rancour and distrust do not impair 
possibilities for unity against the fascist 
menace. 

Fraternally, 
Peter Alexander, 
National Organiser, on behalf of the ANL. 


* * * 


Dear Searchlight, 

Sorry to disagree with your July editorial. 
The anti-racist movement doesn’t need a 
national co-ordinating structure. It hasn't 
got enough at a local level to begin to think 
of national co-ordination. 

Some of your correspondents analysed 
the reasons for the decline of the Anti-Nazi 
League. But the answer to the question 
‘Why did the ANL decline?’ will only be 
useful when we have a similar on-going 
anti-racist movement to protect from 
decline. 

The questions are: 

1. How did the ANL achieve its break- 
through in the fight against racism? 
2. How can we repeat these successes in 

1982? 

The ANL succeeded because it was big 
(so big that it confounded people like me 
who _ had initially dismissed it as ‘just 
another SWP front’). Its size compelled at- 
tention from the media and pop stars which 
led to still further success. It was big 
because it mobilised, as anyone who ever 
went on an ANL carnival will remember, 
large numbers of people (especially young 
people) who don’t turn up on more conven- 
tional anti-racist demos. 

The ‘Anti-Nazi’ orientation was the key to 
the ANL’s success. Even in Thatcher's Bri- 
tain, it’s still perfectly respectable to hate 
nazis. What's more, anti-nazism is a sort of 
lowest common denominator for anti-racist 
people (black and white) who might still feel 
that immigration controls are necessary, 
who might view Rastas with some suspi- 
cion or feel that the erection of a mosque in 
their district would cause ‘problems’ — 
these same people could, and did, support 
the ANL wholeheartedly because they had 
no time for nazis and the NF. And once in 
the ANL milieu, of course, harder anti- 





racists were able to engage them in 
dialogue and sort them out on the questions 
of immigration controls, Rastas etc. 

| believe that now, in 1982, anti-racists 
should return to the ‘anti-nazi’ theme. The 
facts that more fascists openly declare 
themselves as nazis should make our task 
easier; previously we had to waste valuable 
time proving that the NF were nazis not just 
nasty nutcases. 

The other strength of the ANL was that it 
embedded its anti-nazi propaganda in a pro- 
gramme of activities — carnivals, leaflet- 
ting, etc. | don’t believe that anti-racist 
movements require, as a prelude to any con- 
crete activity, day conferences full of sec- 
tarian blood-letting (“after all, we've got to 
have the correct theoretical orientation”) 
and lengthy committee meetings. 

Paradoxically, this depression is a good 
time to have a carnival: people need 
something to cheer themselves up as the 
misplaced euphoria over the ‘royal wedding’ 
showed. To start | would suggest an East 
London Anti-Nazi Carnival. My group the 
Socialist Current Organisation is small but 
we are willing to co-operate with anyone in 
the donkey work of arranging such a car- 
nival. 

I'm not saying that this is the only possi- 
ble form of practical out-reaching anti-racist 
activity. There must be better ideas around 
but so far we haven't seen them on your 
pages. But this is our suggestion: we'd like 
to see Searchlight take it up. 

Yours fraternally, 

Pauline Rowe. 


* * * 


Dear Searchlight, 

As an excellent magazine dedicated to 
exposing fascist activity Searchlight is a vital 
tool for all anti-fascists. However, | feel that 
because you concentrate, by necessity, on 
this single issue you have failed to judge the 
mood of activists up and down the country 
who engage in anti-fascist work as one part 
of their political work. 

Although there is a regrouping of fascists 
and a change of tactics, the fact of the 
matter is that by and large, some localities 
excepted, the fascists are extremely weak. 
They are nasty and dangerous, yes, but they 
do not pose a national political threat like in 
1977. Anti-fascist activists have voted with 
their feet. They are not interested in coming 
to Anti-Nazi League meetings to organise 
activity. They are not prepared to travel long 
distances to counter Nazi marches of a few 
hundred hard core nutters. When fascists 
do appear, local people can be reactivated 
to counter them. In the meantime there is 
much work to be done on other political 
issues which in turn will help counter 
fascism, racialism and all the symptoms of 
reaction. 

There are some people who call for the 
setting up of some national committee to 
fight racism and fascism. Yes, we can set up 
another rump committee which passes 
grand resolutions about racism but will 
such a committee ever escape from the 
boundaries of the small smoke-filled 
rooms? | suspect not. 

Yours fraternally, 
Giles Ungpakorn 
Oxford ANL. 


DEPORTATIONS 





Balsall Heath anti-deportation committee 


In Balsall Heath, Birmingham, an anti- 
deportation committee has been formed to 
mobilise support against an increasing 
number of deportations. 

The first public meeting, two months ago, 
was attended by 100 people. A meeting in 
July was addressed by a speaker from the 
Reggie Yates Defence Campaign and one of 
the Bradford 12 defendants. A fundraising 
event, with Birmingham group the Au Pairs, 
has been held. 


Bradford campaign demands 


Bradford's anti-deportation committee, 
formed out of separate committees 
campaigning for local Asians threatened 
with deportation, is calling for changes in 
immigration law. At present at least eight 
separate families, including British-born 
children, are facing removal or deportation, 
and nearly all the cases involve people who 
have lived in Britain for at least 10 years. 
Among the committee’s demands are a 
repeal of the 1971 Immigration Act and the 
Nationality Act, a moratorium on removals 
and deportations, and a new amnesty for 
‘illegal’ immigrants. Mr Manjit Singh, a 
committee member, painted a grim picture 
of the lot of deportees. ‘They are expelled 
where they have nothing to go to — no 
home, no life — just poverty, misery and, in 
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new rulings, and over individual 
cases of injustice. It will be free, 
includes a creche, and will have 
workshops and interpreters in Hindi, 
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possible. 
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some cases, probably death”. (Bradford 
Telegraph & Argus 20.7.82, and for further 
details of the individual cases and the 
campaign, Joint Committee Against 
Deportations, c/o Bradford Law Centre, 
Sedgfield Terrace, Westgate, Bradford.) 


Raison condemned at CRC meeting 


At the annual general meeting of Leeds 
Community Relations Council, at the start 
of July, Timothy Raison, Minister of State 
at the Home Office, was given a hot 
reception by black people. During his 45 
minute speech he was continually heckled. 

When Raison boasted that the 
government and the private sector did 
“much valuable work” in the “creation of a 
multi-racial society . . .”, he was answered 
by angry shouts of “What about the Darr 
family?” (the Darr’s are a Leeds family 
threatened with deportation). 

Shaukat Darr, from Leeds, Mohammed 
Khan, and the Singh family from Bradford, 
made moving speeches from the floor about 
their impending deportations. Manjit Singh 
from Bradford pointed out that there are 
now 17 Bradford Asians awaiting 
deportation. This includes eight members of 
the Singh family, who are being deported 
for the alleged deception of one member of 
the family. 


‘Virginity test’ case 


Mr Bansi Lal Kakar, whose wife was 
subjected to a vaginal examination by 
immigration authorities on arrival from 
India, has lost a battle to sue the Home 
Office after a High Court judge struck out 
the action for damages. His solicitor is to 
appeal. (Ealing Gazette 16.7.82.) 


Sheffield husband 


Mr Javed Akhter faces deportation only a 
month after he married Sheffield-born 
Karisha Din. His visitor’s permit has run out 
and the Home Office has refused him 
permanent residence. Karisha has to stay in 
Britain to look after her sick mother. They 
have appealed to their local MP, Pat Duffy. 
The local Pakistani Welfare Association said 
that “it would make bad community 
relations if this man is sent back”. 


Bishan Kaur 


In Wolverhampton, a frail 78-year-old 
woman, in ill health, faces deportation. She 
wants to stay with her son, a British citizen 
who arrived in Britain in the 1950s. The 
Home Office argue that Mrs Bishan Kaur 
could be looked after by her other son in 
India, who is himself very ill with a weak 
heart. The local MP, Mr Bob Edwards, has 
taken up the case. 


eS eee eee 
LET THIS FAMILY STAY TOGETHER 
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A public meeting was held on 21 July in 
Redbridge to draw attention to the Home 
Office treatment of the Khan _ family. 
Rustam Khan has been refused the right to 
remain in Britain where his wife and 
children are settled. Despite a personal 
appeal from his local MP, Vivian Bendall, 
and a petition containing 2,500 signatures, 
Timothy Raison has told Vivian Bendall that 
Mr Khan “should make arrangements to 
leave the country immediately or render 
himself liable to deportation”. 

Mrs Khan has been in the country for nine 
years and has two children born here. All 
her family are resident in the UK and most 
have British citizenship. She herself applied, 
before her husband was told to leave, but 
her application was turned down because 
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she was married to a non-British subject 
and therefore “not intending to settle”. 
(Vivian Bendall was told by Raison that 
refusing women’s UK citizenship who had 
foreign husbands was Home Office policy.) 

The campaign to fight the deportation 
order has been organised by Redbridge 
CARF. At the public meeting, which was 
well attended by over 60 representatives of 
different groups, people offered their full 
support to the Khan family as well as 
committing themselves to a campaign to 
change the rules. 

In the autumn there will be an opportunity 
to suggest amendments to the immigration 
rules. All anti-racists are being urged to 
write to their MPs asking them to sign the 
Early Day Motion for reform of the rules. 
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CARF was previously an independent paper which grew out of the confederation of London’s ant 
racist/anti-fascist groups. CARF (now produced by a Collective) since December 1979 has had a 
monthly section in Searchlight in which important matters in the anti-racist fight are analysed and 
discussed. 
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THE CONTINUING 
STORY OF LIVERPOOL 8 


Only riots, or anniversaries of riots, bring the national media to Liverpool 8 and this summer has seen 
a familiar crop of both ‘Latest-in-Toxteth’ and ‘Toxteth-one-year-on’ features. All say that nothing has 
changed and this is true: no one has changed sides in the last year 
learned anything from the battles and publicity. 


Policing certainly is not what it was. 
Merseyside was heavily policed before 
the riots, with the highest expenditure 
per head of population outside 
London. Since then a new HQ has been 
opened in Canning Place, a larger 
building much better placed on the 
main roads, complete with £1.8 million 
computer and its own firing range in 
the basement. As Chief Constable 
Oxford put it, ‘‘If the need arises, as it 
surely will, we must be in a position to 
manage effectively and _ efficiently 
incidents of disorder’’. 

Perhaps ironically, the former base in 
Hope Street, between the two cathedrals, is 
the centre of the new community policing 
scheme. This comes out of a series of 
inquiries and working parties conducted by 
the Police Committee of the County 
Council. Patrols are now on foot and in 
cars (marked or unmarked), instead of in 
vans, and the level of casual harassment is 
lower. 

But even though the local police may 
have become slightly more canny in their 
approach, there is no change at the top. The 
vans are outside Hope Street every weekend 
and no one is under any illusions about the 
apparent friendliness. 


A ‘phoney peace’ 


Tactics, however, have changed, as an 
incident at the end of April showed. A 
young black man went to Hope Street to 
complain about police behaviour during a 
raid on his mother’s house. (The number of 
complaints made this year is an all-time 
high.) He was beaten on the floor in the 
foyer and as word got out a crowd 
gathered. 

' The police withdrew completely and no 
damage was done to the area. But the next 
day two patrolling police were attacked and 
battered with milk crates. The community 
response was disciplined — for all that is 
said about wild rampages — no one was 
badly hurt and neither side looked for a 
pitched battle. No one basically wants a 
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riot: so, while no new friendships are made, 
community policing is a way of co-existing 
— at least for now. 


In the courts 


The long string of trials arising from last 
year’s riots have also left their mark on the 
community: 


@ Johnny Philips: arrested immediately the 
riots began and charged with supplying 
petrol for bombs: found not guilty but jury 
undecided on throwing of bombs. Retrial 
likely. 

@ Michael Blaney: penis almost severed by 
machete, he claimed it was police: six 
months suspended sentence for wasting 
police time. 

e@ Ken Anderson: shot in groin with CS gas 
and 10 ribs fractured as police caught him. 
Not. charged with riot offence, said he 
might sue Oxford. Then charged with 
petrol bomb offence: jury undecided, 
retrial likely. 

@ Phil Robins: shot in chest and back with 
CS gas. No charge, said he might sue. Three 
months later charged with burglaries of five 
months previously. Main evidence: one 
thumbprint on one count, police 
identification on the other. Eighteen 
months imprisonment. 

@ Paul Conroy: back broken when police 
van crushed him against a wall. Charged 
with affray and throwing petrol bomb: jury 
undecided, retrial likely. 

@ David Moore: killed by. police vehicle on 
open ground. High level police inquiry 
interviewed 1,400 people in a_ week, 
identified van driver. Two police charged 
with manslaughter: found not guilty. 

One reaction to this long series of legal 
encounters is to- try to start a law centre, 
with support from the local churches. Its 
stated aim ‘‘to help local people’s 
confidence that the law could serve them in 
ways they have never believed’’ sounds 
optimistic: why have they ‘‘never 
believed’? But if the centre trains 
Liverpool 8 people in legal work, it will help 
defence organisation in the future. 





. But that doesn’t mean no one has 
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é #2 : . 
eseltine putting a brave face on it on one 
of his visits to Liverpool 8. 





Derek Massey 


Task Force fiasco 


Traditional government reaction to 
disturbance is to step up the aid, and 
Liverpool is no exception. Urban Aid for 
Merseyside is up 20 per cent this year and 
housing investment by over half. This 
money is not, however, being spent; all it 
therefore does is deceive the rest of Britain 
that something is being done. The same 
with EEC money: though a Merseyside tour 
by the entire Regional Fund committee last 
September included Liverpool 8, the 
solitary grant to come to Liverpool 8 is 
towards a road junction which may or may 
not be part of a ring road plan. 

In addition there is the famous Heseltine 
Task Force of 30 civil servants and 
seconded managers, designed to help spend 
public money and attract private 
investment. This does not help Liverpool 8 
either. Just as the Inner City Partnership 
produced more street signs, so Heseltine 
has so far brought only the trees. They 
proudly adorn Parliament Street, even the 
ground where David Moore was killed; but 
they bring no jobs. They were not even 
planted by local people. ; 

The same goes for the plans to refurbish 
Albert Dock and to hold a gigantic Garden 
Festival by the South Docks in 1984. 


Wimpey will not take on extra workers 
from Liverpool 8, so who is profiting? Nor 
will a new professional job centre help, 
especially as it will undercut the established 
black job agency, South Liverpool 
Personnel. 

The reaction is still not apathy and many 
people are seriously organising to try and 
get some benefit from the Task Force. A 
Black Workers’ Consortium was formed to 
prevent secret offers from Heseltine 
dividing community groups. A redundant 
school building is being renovated — 
though again Wimpey got three-quarters of 
the work — and will be a base for training 
and small commercial workshops. 

Nevertheless, there is a limit to the 
community’s patience, which was passed on 
27 July when, on the eve of the anniversary 
of David Moore’s death, Barratt’s 
announced that Task Force money would 
help them convert a long-empty block of 
housing to flats selling at £12-13,000. Two 
nights later the building, Myrtle Gardens, 
was in flames: while the destruction was 
spontaneous, it was precisely directed. Next 
day, Barratt’s announced they would 
continue the scheme; that night the place 
went up again. If MHeseltine money 
continues to be spent like this, what hope is 
there? 


Council incompetence 


Part of the Heseltine problem is that the 
City Council has to approve all Task Force 
spending. This is still ruled by the Liberals 
(with Conservative support) and it is 
continuing its long tradition of attacks on 
local groups. The grant to the Charles 
Wootton Centre for Adult Education is still 
‘under review’ and Task Force members are 
said to agree it should close. Rialto Youth 
Centre may lose its grant and the Methodist 
Youth Centre has been allowed less for 
repairs this year. Hardly a centre used by 
Liverpool blacks is not under threat. 

The same is true of the schools. The 
Liberals have long wanted to close 
Paddington Comprehensive, which takes 
many black students from Liverpool 8. 
Keith Joseph refused to allow this earlier 
this year, but there are still plans in the city 
to phase out the school and use the 
buildings only for special teaching units. 
More generally, the HM _ Inspectorate 
report on Liverpool 8 schools lacerated the 
‘apparent inability of elected members to 
agree on or pursue any positive responses’’. 

So mindless is the city in fact, that it is 
rumoured that the next allocation of 
Heseltine money will be administered by 
either the County Council or (more likely) 
the Task Force directly. If this happens, it 
will be a public humiliation for Trevor 
Jones (Liberal leader) and the city 
establishment and will vindicate many of 
the local complaints over many years. 

In short, if there is any general 
conclusion to make on Liverpool 8, it is 
that Liverpool blacks have not been beaten 
by the attacks of police, council or media. 
If nothing has changed, that is not because 
there is still tension in the air — there is not. 
It is because false promises and prejudice 
continue to be ineffective against a 
community which remains organised and 
refuses to be bought. 


JUDICIAL 


SLEIGHT OF 
HAND? 





IN THE July 1981 issue of Searchlight, 
CARF carried a report on the Deptford fire 
inquest which had resulted on 13 May in an 
open verdict. 

The report, by a black barrister, 
described the coroner’s obstructive 
behaviour towards the families — refusing 
to allow their lawyers statements given by 
witnesses to the police; his declaration that 
“this is my court and I will do what I 
want’’; the indecent haste with which he 
called the inquest, before police had 
completed their investigations; and his not 
bothering to take notes. This last matter 
was described by a High Court judge as ‘‘a 
serious irregularity’’. The article went on to 
summarise the evidence supporting the 
families’ view that the fire had been caused 
by an incendiary device thrown from 
outside. 

One year later, in July 1982, the High 
Court refused the bereaved families a new 
inquest. It said that there were no material 
irregularities in the way the coroner 
conducted the inquest, and that the 
‘‘projectile theory’’ believed by the families 
not only had not been proved, but ‘‘it was 
not going too far to say it had been 
disproved.”’ 

The three judges said that there was no 
need for the coroner to take notes since the 
proceedings were tape-recorded. They 
agreed that because of the failure to take 
notes, the coroner had made several ‘errors’ 
in his summing-up to the jury, but ‘‘these 
could not have had an impact on the jury’s 
verdict’’. There was no evidence on which 
the jury could have reached any other 
verdict but an open one. 

The judges then went on to say that 
‘even if there were material irregularitiess 

. it certainly was not desirable on any 
ground to re-open the matter’. In that 
short sentence lies the key to the judges’ 
refusal. A new inquest would be 
‘‘undesirable’’. For whom? Not for the 
families — it was their application. For the 
coroner, certainly — a new inquest would 
be an implied criticism of him. For the 
police, certainly — a new inquest would 
raise all the old inconvenient questions 
again. Why did they lock up witnesses to 
get statements from them? Why did they 
put out misleading press statements about a 
fight in the front room and not reveal for 
weeks the find of an incendiary device in 
the front garden? 

And why, eighteen months later, do they 
appear to be no nearer to establishing the 
cause of the fire? 

It is not hard to conclude that getting at 
the truth of the deaths of 13 black people is 
not so important for our High Courts as is 
protecting public servants from awkward 
questions. 

Meanwhile, in June came the predictable 


announcement from the DPP that there is 
‘‘insufficient evidence’’ to prosecute 
anyone for the death in police custody of 
Winston Rose in July 1981. At his inquest 
the jury brought in a verdict of unlawful 
killing after hearing how nine police 
officers held Mr Rose down while another 
gripped his nose, held his head in a 
headlock for several minutes and only let go 
when he saw his eyes bulging. 

In March this year the coroner revealed 
that the tape-recording of the inquest was 
almost impossible to decipher owing to 
poor quality of sound. He told the Winston 
Rose Action Committee that no transcript 
of the evidence or cross-examination of 
witnesses was available. The question the 
Committee wants answered is, if the DPP 
had no transcript of evidence, on what basis 
could he reach the conclusion that there is 
insufficient evidence for a prosecution? 


BETWEEN 
THE 
LINES 


IN this column each month CARF will 
reproduce racist reportage and 
remarks by public figures. We need 
your contributions and hope you will 
help CARF get this section going. The 
racism could be crude, subtle or 
unintentional, but we hope through 
this section to make writers and 
readers more aware of how racial mat- 
ters are dealt with. Send to CARF c/o 
Searchlight. 


®@ The Economist 12.6.82: 

“Mr Heseltine’s plan was to involve the 
Liverpool community in its own regeneration, 
and locals in the running of the projects in 
their own area. Since most of the black 


community is unemployed, and some of the 
few blacks who have money get it by dubious 
means (the only thriving private enterprise in 
Liverpool 8 is the marijuana trade), the usual 
requirements of sound citizenship cannot 
realistically be applied in Toxteth”’. 


@Mr David Lane, Chairman of the CRE 
speaking at a press conference 6.7.82: 

: . Britain’s response to the Falklands 
invasion shows what we can do when there is 
a perceived national crisis. A similar 
determined and united effort is needed to 
overcome the manifest problems which still 
bedevil race relations”’. 


@Editorial, Coventry Evening Telegraph, 
9.7.82, on the High Court rejection of the 
FVelelifer-javelamiclar-Mitlacat-\m@al-r-lalale Miaicem dal) 
py-yolacelae Mile: Mel merlin Tle ae be 

“_. the relatives have refused to accept that 
and allege uneven treatment of- black and 
white. If they insist on making such 
distinctions, then so will the rest of the 
community and it should be pointed out that 
racial minorities depend on the goodwill and 
understanding of the majority if their rightful 
claim for equal status and opportunity 1s to be 
met”. 
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RA ISM & FAS yh 


briefing 


FOLLOWING last summer’s urban 
rebellions and the Scarman Report, 
several government ministers have 
been falling over each other to be seen 
to be doing something for the black 
community. What, if anything, lies 
behind all this activity? Is it likely to 
result in any real benefits to the mass 
of black people, and are there any 
hidden dangers for black activists? 

It was Michael Heseltine who led the way 
with his highly publicised fact-finding visit 
to Liverpool. Other than a rousing speech 
to the party faithful at last year’s Tory 
conference, this trip resulted in mainly 
administrative changes, with Heseltine 
being appointed ‘Minister for Merseyside’ 
to head up a special Task Force of central 
government officials. However, Heseltine’s 
request for major new spending, especially 
on housing, was turned down flat by Mrs 
Thatcher and her Treasury minions, and 
the Task Force has been given no special 
powers that might enable it to overcome 
local authority inefficiency and 
intransigence toward the black community. 
In fact, funds allocated to the Liverpool 
Inner City Partnership have been 
consistently underspent over the years. 


A minister for race relations 


Heseltine has followed up his Merseyside 
escapades by the appointment in February 
this year of Sir George Young as minister 
with special responsibility for race relations 
in the Department of the Environment 
(DoE). (In fact, it was rumoured at the time 
that Heseltine wanted to appoint black 
advisors but was again sat upon from 
above.) Young’s appointment was at least 
nominally in line with the recommendation 
of the Select Committee on Home Affairs, 
in their report on racial disadvantage, that 
all the major domestic spending 
government departments should designate a 
minister to look after matters of special 
ethnic interest. That none of the other 
departments have so far done this has 
caused Sir George Young some 
embarrassment, forcing him to _ issue 
apologetic press notices stressing that his 
responsibilities do not extend to the whole 
of race relations but are confined to the 
DoE. 


Political favouritism 


Young has followed his leader’s example by 
staging a whole series of mini fact-finding 
visits to black communities in different 
parts of the country. On these visits he has 
given the impression that he might at least 
be able to influence his own department’s 
spending to see that more money is 
channelled to black projects, especially 
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RACE AND URBAN POLICY — LOTS 
OF TALK, BUT EVEN LESS MONEY 





under the Urban Programme. But even 
assuming his sincerity, how effective an 
advocate on behalf of the black community 
is Young likely to be? 

In reality, Young has little direct 
influence over Urban Programme 
spending. Decisions on what projects get 
funded rest initially with local authorities 
who, as in Liverpool, can veto new or 
existing projects in the black community. 
Within the DoE Young is directly involved 
only in the Inner City Partnership for 
Lambeth. For all other parts of the 
country, it is his fellow DoE ministers who 
control Urban Programme spending. 

More crucially — and very much 
contrary to the image presented by Young’s 
visits — the money available for social 
spending under the Urban Programme is 
likely to be greatly reduced in the coming 
year. There are two reasons for this. First, 
many existing projects have already come 
up against the problem of being ‘time- 
expired’, which means they have finished 
the five-year period after which Urban 
Programme funding is supposed to end and 
their costs be taken over entirely by local 
authorities. However, because of pressures 
from Heseltine’s own department to cut 
mainline spending, few local authorities 
have been willing to take on this extra 
burden, and already special measures have 
had to be taken to continue Urban 
Programme funding for many projects for 
a sixth and even a seventh year. What this 
means is that money for new projects is 
already extremely tight, and any push of 
funds in this direction will effectively result 
in other existing — and possibly less 
politically favoured — projects being closed 
down. 


UDAGs — robbing the poor to 
pay the rich 


The second reason why money for social 
programmes will be cut is because no less 
than £70 million out of the total £270 
million Urban Programme budget is being 
handed over to private business interests 
under a new economic initiative, Urban 
Development Assistance Grants (UDAGs). 
This is an idea borrowed from the United 
States under which capital grants will be 
made for new private investment projects in 
the inner city, in effect providing a higher 
rate of profits to private capital at the 
public expense. The other major advantage 
of UDAGs — from a Tory government 
view — is that recalcitrant local authorities 
will be forced into joint investment schemes 
with private business. This is because, with 
the money for UDAGs coming straight off 
the Urban Programme budget, local 
authorities that don’t participate may find 
they actually lose out on Urban Programme 





spending in their areas. 

Already several black business groups are 
queueing up in hope of getting a slice of the 
UDAG cake, although the likelihood is that 
the bulk of the money will go to major 
redevelopment schemes backed by 
institutional investors. Even if some of the 
money filters through to small business 
projects in the black community, it will be 
at the price of spending cuts on other, more 
socially-beneficial community projects. 


The abuse of Section 11 


Meanwhile, the Home Office, which has 
largely been willing to leave the social side 
of race relations policy to the DoE, is again 
talking about reforming Section 11 of the 
Local Government Act 1966. This is still the 
only government programme designed 
specifically to assist black people, and 
spending under Section 11 is restricted in 
that grants can be paid only to local 
authorities and then in areas with at least 
two per cent of their population drawn 
from the New Commonwealth in the last 10 
years. The idea of widening the scope of 
Section 11 is not new — it was proposed by 
the last Labour government, but dropped 
when the Tories came to power. More 
recently, both the Home Affairs Select 
Committee and the Scarman Report have 
backed the idea of a reformed Section 11. 

Spending under Section 11 is currently 
running at £55 million each year. However, 
there is widespread abuse of Section 11 by 
local authorities, so that much of the 
money is used not for extra facilities for the 
black community but rather to save on the 
rates for the costs of teachers, social 
workers and others who would have to be 
employed in any event. For example, many 
inner city schools have large numbers of 
their regular classroom teachers paid for 
out of Section 11 funds. For its part, the 
Home Office has no machinery for 
checking on such abuses, even if it had the 
political will to do so. 


Misappropriation of funds 


Government complicity with local 
authorities in this respect contrasts sharply 
with several recent cases in which leaders of 
black community projects have faced 
criminal charges for supposed mis- 
appropriation of funds under government 
grants. Herein lies the danger of increased 
reliance by black groups on such funds — it 
opens them to greater scrutiny and bureau- 
cratic harassment by the authorities. By the 
same token, the black community should 
not be misled by ministerial promises of a 
‘special effort’ on their behalf. The reality 
is that, for all the ballyhoo behind recent 
government activities, spending on the 
black community is likely to be massively 
reduced over the coming year. 
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Family watch as racist mob set fire to house 


The Sadiq family’s home in Walthamstow, 
East London, was set on fire twice within a 
week by racists. The first time, on the 
Thursday night, paraffin was poured 
through the letter box and Nasreen Akhtar 
was woken by the smoke. The family 
managed to put the fire out before firemen 
arrived. 

The second time, on the following 
Tuesday, a mob of about 20 white youths 
screamed insults outside the house, and 
one of them — believed to be a girl — 
walked up to the door and poured paraffin 
in. Mohammed Sadiq and his family were 
ready with buckets of water and 
extinguished the blaze. 

A teenage girl was being questioned by 
the police. (Waltham Forest Guardian and 
Gazette 19.8.82.) More details next month. 


Gang of 40 attack Indian family 


Sarbar Cuveeshar was stabbed and his car 
wrecked when a gang of about 40 white 
youths surrounded his car in the road where 
he lives in Acton, West London. Mawi, 54, 
and Gurinder, 19, clung on to Mr Cuveeshar 
as the youths tried to pull him out of the car. 

He was later taken to hospital and 
received stitches in his wounds. The car 
was a complete write-off. 

Two other people were beaten up by 
gangs on the same night, also in Acton. 
(Acton Gazette 29.7.82.) 


Airgun attack 


An Asian woman was hit in the neck with 
an airgun pellet as she sat outside her 
Finchley home. This is just the latest of a 
series of attacks made on the Depala family 
and their property. Swastikas and ‘Pakis go 
home’ have also been scrawled on the walls 
of their flat. Mr Depal says that he has 
several times asked to be transferred to 
another estate, but has not even had an 
acknowledgement from Barnet council. 
(Hendon Times 22.7.82.) 


72-year-old beaten 


On his way home from school 12-year-old 
Kamrul Hassan, who has only been in this 
country for five months, was_ brutally 
clubbed with an iron bar by a group of white 
schoolchildren. (East London Advertiser 
16.7.82.) 


Cab driver assaulted 


A white man admitted assaulting cab driver 
Mohammed Munir after an argument about 
the Falkland Islands. (Batley News 15.7.82.) 


COURTS 





‘We can be lenient’ 


“This was a dangerous situation that 
thankfully didn’t get out of hand”, said a 
Marylebone magistrate. ‘‘We feel we can be 
lenient”. He gave a conditional discharge to 
a white drummer who attacked two black 
youths outside his Notting Hill flat during a 
disturbance. (Paddington Times 23.7.82.) 


Attacker gaoled 


“Persons who indulge in racial attacks on 
other human beings as far as this court is 
concerned can expect no mercy”, said 
Judge John Binns, sentencing a man who 
attacked an airman with a knife to three 
years in prison at Norwich crown court. “I 
have no doubt whatsoever ... that the 
reason for that attack was that one of these 
young servicemen was coloured”, he 
added. The victim of the attack had been 
walking in Norwich with a fellow airman, an 
Asian, when Karl Palfrey attacked him in 
broad daylight with a knife. (Eastern Daily 
Press 21.7.82.) 


Birmingham man jailed 


A man was jailed for four years at 
Birmingham Crown Court for slashing 22 
year old Balraj Singh Attwal’s neck with a 
broken bottle. The man, David Jones, 29, 
from Handsworth, denied the charge of 
wounding with intent but was convicted by 
the jury. 

The prosecution said that Jones had gone 
into a shop owned by the Attwal family, 
armed with a broken bottle and hit out at 
one of them as they tried to throw him out. 
Balraj Singh had to have stitches in his neck 
wound after the incident. 


Two charged with arson 


Two teenagers are to appear at the Old 
Bailey to be tried for the arson attack on an 
Asian family in Reigate, Surrey. Mark 
Padgham, 17, and a 16-year-old girl have 
been charged with criminal damage by fire 
with intent to endanger life. 

The attack was made in the early hours of 
10 April while the family of six were asleep. 

Padgham was remanded in custody and 
the girl is on conditional bail. 


EAST END FOCUS 





Tower Hamlets 


Racist attacks in London’s East End are on 
the increase and more and more attacks 
seem to be occurring on council estates. 
Councillor Susan Carlysle connects this 
rapid rise to the presence of a bookstall in 
Brick Lane. Here, fascists such as Martin 
Webster have been seen to congregate and 
sell their racist literature. The council are at 
present consulting with their lawyers to see 
whether the licence to the stall can be 
withdrawn. (Hackney Gazette and North 
London Advertiser 16.7.82.) 

However, recent allegations about racist 
practices in the GLC’s Eastern Housing 
Office point to another connection — and 
provide still further proof of an 
orchestration of racist activity in the East 
End. The Tower Hamlets Federation of 
Tenants’ Associations (THFTA) claims that 
the Eastern Housing Office has acted to 
prevent black families moving on to estates. 
It has, in some cases, attempted to 
withdraw allocations on no _ reasonable 


grounds whatsoever. When black families 
are given flats, they are always on pre-war 
estates and in poor condition. THFTA 
believes that housing officers are ‘leaking’ 
details of allocations to black families to 
known racists, so that when a family tries to 
move in, it is met by reception committees 
of hostile white neighbours. (East End News 
July 1982.) 

@Mrs Sabaya Miah was in her kitchen 
feeding her baby when a long iron spike was 
thrown through her window. Two youths 
then proceeded to set fire to her washing. 


Hackney 


@ Mrs Norma Richards and her two young 
daughters were found brutally murdered in 
their home on the Kingsgate Estate, 
Dalston. Mrs Richards had been stabbed 
and one of her daughters drowned — they 
were the only black family living in that 
block of the estate. Friends of the family, 
who have been inside the flat, claim that 
nazi insignia was found on the walls and 
that a square of wallpaper which had been 
daubed with a racist slogan had been 
removed by police. The police are saying 
little, but have categorically denied the 
murder was done by the NF. (Hackney 
Gazette 20.7.82.) 


Newham 


Racist activity in Newham _ continues 
unabated, aided by police inactivity and a 
council whose housing policy leaves a lot to 
be desired. 


@ Mrs Gohil 


One case concerns a single-parent Asian 
family whose two children have undergone 
continual petty harassment ever since the 
family moved into the flat in Canning Town 
over a year back. The family have had to 
endure continual taunts of ‘Pakis Out’ and 
the children, aged 10 and 5, have literally 
been confined to the house. The police 
response has been limited to saying that 
“things like that always happen in Canning 
Town’’. The same response was 
encountered when the second floor balcony 
door to the flat was kicked in in May 1982. 
The police, after promising to look into the 
case, have since then not been seen by the 
family. 


@ Mrs Fernandez 


Another case concerns an Asian family in 
the same area whose front door was kicked 
open by four/five white youths. The tenant 
recognised but did not know the names of 
two of the youths. When she contacted the 
police station she was told a policeman 
would call within a few days. When an 
officer visited he noted the damage. A few 
days later the tenant obtained the names 
and addresses of the youth involved. She 
rang Plaistow police station and offered the 
names, was told there was no record of the 
offence and therefore the names of the 
youths could not be recorded on a crime 
report. On advice from a local law centre 
she persisted in ringing the police station, 
and after a few calls an officer called round 
only to say that if there was no new offence 
there was nothing he could do. It was only 
after a complaint was lodged with the 
police that they eventually agreed to press 
charges against the youths involved. The 
harassment has now stopped but the family 
still live in fear, waiting for Newham 
Council to rehouse them. 


Continued on next page 
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@® Mr and Mrs Pearce 


A particularly ugly case concerns an Anglo- 
Indian family living near West Ham football 
ground who have suffered harassment from 
neighbours for a considerable period. The 
family have suffered the usual harassment 
of racial taunts and abuses. The children are 
afraid to go out of the house, excrement 
and other rubbish has been put through the 
letter box and damage has been done to the 
family car. In one incident one of the 
children was kicked in the testicles and had 
to be kept under observation in hospital for 
three days. In July this year, another child, a 
girl of 11 was assaulted by one of the 
neighbours. Her mother, on coming to her 
help, was also assaulted. A gang of 
neighbours then gathered around hurling 
abuse at the mother and the children. The 
police, when informed, were totally 
negative saying they couldn't do anything 
about it. It was only when the mother 
passed into a coma and the daughter got 
hysterical with the neighbours still gathered 
outside that the police bothered calling her 
husband from work. The family meanwhile 
still suffer harassment in the form of 
spitting and abuse and have also had 
threatening letters sent to them. The police 
as yet have still not done anything about the 
culprits who have been pointed out to them. 


@ Mr Fordjour 


Another case earlier this year concerned a 
Nigerian mini-cab driver beaten up so badly 
by a gang of white youths that he has lost 
sight of his left eye. The police, even when 
informed of the identity of one of the 
assailants, failed to arrest anyone and 
seemed more interested in checking the 
injured person’s driving documents. A 
complaint has been lodged regarding the 
handling of the case. The case is also being 
closely followed by the Newham 
Monitoring Project which monitors racial 
attacks and police harassment in Newham. 

Along with the case of the Ramseys 
(Searchlight No.85) — who came up in court 
on 18 August following incidents involving 
the SPG — it is little wonder that black 
people in Newham lack confidence in the 
police to protect them from racial attacks. 


Unmesh Desai 
Newham Monitoring Project 


POLICE 





Harassment charges 


There has been a consistent course of 
action by the police against young blacks in 
Holloway, north London, which amounts to 


harassment, according to North Islington 
Law Centre. The standard things, says 
solicitor Steve Lorber, “is for the policeman 
to stop and search without good reason and 
to be insulting with it’. The latest incident, 
in the Seven Sisters Road, for which the 
Centre is calling for witnesses, resulted in 
three policemen injured and six black 
youths charged with various offences, 
including assault. (/s/ington Gazette 9.7.81.) 


‘No apparent reason’ 


During a mopping-up operation after 
intervening in a robbery in an area adjacent 
to Toxteth, Liverpool, last February, the 
police, for no apparent reason, smashed 
into a black family’s home — an act which 
led to nearly the whole family being charged 
and a riot. Not only was there no suggestion 
that the family were involved in the robbery, 
but they had co-operated with police work 
concerning the intervention. At a public 
meeting local people expressed their 
outrage at the incident and called for a 
different kind of police who would protect 
the local community. (Morning Star 6.7.82.) 


Bradford 12 


Following the acquittal of the Bradford 12, 
the Attorney General has called for a 
transcript of the judge’s summing up to 
consider the legal arguments and 
submissions to the judge on the self- 
defence issue. Having given consent for the 
prosecution, it was not unnatural, his office 
said, for the Attorney General to go into a 
case in which the defendants had then been 
acquitted. He could refer the matter to the 
Court of Appeal if he disagreed over an 
important point of law in the case. This 
would not, however, affect the 12’s 
acquittal. (Guardian 24.7.82.) 


Bradford 12 defendant wins benefit appeal 


Tarlochan Gata-Aura, one of the Bradford 12 
defendants, has won an appeal to a Tribunal 
that he was entitled to unemployment 
benefit while on trial. Harehills and 
Chapeltown Law Centre advised Tarlochan, 
and fought the case on civil liberties 
grounds. 

The case affects two other Bradford 12 
defendants in a similar position, Sabir 
Hussain, and Vasant Patel. The Insurance 
Officer may yet appeal to the 
Commissioners, which is a higher level than 
the appeal tribunal. (Leeds Other Paper 
9.7.82.) 


SCHOOL NEWS 





Should the police be allowed to speak in 
schools? The answer from Hackney and 
Lambeth NUT is a firm ‘no’. Hackney 
Teachers’ Association, who first banned 
police from speaking in schools after the 
death of local teacher Blair Peach in 
Southall in 1979, see no reason why the ban 
should be lifted now. ‘Protest and non co- 
operation” they say “raises in sharp focus 
the racism of the police’. Dr Rhodes 
Boyson, Under Secretary of State for 
Education, clearly disagrees. ‘What kind of 
anarchic society do they think they are 
helping to form”, he asks, ‘‘when they teach 
our children not to co-operate with the 
police, indeed teach them to look upon the 
police as their enemy’. The National 
Association of Head Teachers, who are 
seeking an urgent meeting with the 
Minister of State, have described the ban as 
“quite appalling’. (Guardian 7.8.82.) It is 


clear that the chairman of Croydon 
education authority would not support the 
ban. He has recently sent out a letter in 
compliance with a police request. The letter 
urges headmasters to help police by 
“monitoring rumours of racial unrest’. 
(Croydon and Purley Advertiser 2.7.82.) 

@ Peterborough CRC are more concerned 
about direct forms of racist harassment. A 
recent report suggests that schoolchildren 
are being recruited into organisations such 
as the British Movement and “Anti Paki 
League’. The CRC says far too little is being 
done about this, and criticises teachers and 
the LEA alike. 

@ Many books found in schools and libraries 
perpetuate racism. According to 
community leaders in Grimsby, Swings and 
Roundabouts, a book of poetry written by 
Mike Grove, is one of these. They are 
worried that a book that contains lines such 
as ‘‘Paki go home” and ‘We don't want you 
Paki’ is finding its way onto school shelves. 
(Grimsby Evening Telegraph 21.7.82.) 

@ Meanwhile, Sir Keith Joseph, Secretary 
of State for Education, has told a Home 
Affairs Committee that the government 
intends to proceed with caution in its plan 
to devise a method of assessing the 
performance of children from ‘‘ethnic 
minority’’ backgrounds. In_ the 
government's view, statistics are needed in 
order to assess the ‘‘underachievement”’ of 
“ethnic minority’ children. (Guardian 
13.7.82.) 


PASSPORT CHECKS 


DHSS workers are refusing benefits, 
harassing applicants by demanding 
passports and other documents and 
conspiring with immigration officials and 
police to make life as difficult as possible 
for applicants in a drive to flush out 
suspected illegal immigrants, according to 
community workers in the north of England 
who are launching a campaign against 
racial discrimination by DHSS officials. This 
follows increasing concern over a number 
of local cases (Sunday Times 1.8.82). The 
cases include two Asian women, who came 
to this country believing they had every 
legal right to join their husbands and who 
have now been deserted, being refused 
benefit for them and their children (Dai/y 
Mirror 28.7.82). 





CRCs UNDER ATTACK 





Walsall 


Walsall Community Relations Council is one 
of several that have had vacant posts frozen 
by the Commission for Racial Equality after 
they refused to co-operate with CRE plans 
to draw up area profiles and work 
programmes. Other rebel CRCs in the 
Midlands include Sandwell and 
Birmingham. (Birmingham Post 28.7.82.) 


Scunthorpe 


In Scunthorpe the local council has decided 
to axe its £15,790 grant to the local CRC. 
This could mean an end to the CRC, as the 
CRE usually also withdraws support if the 
local council has done so (Scunthorpe Star 
9.7.82). The local constituency Labour Party, 
opposing the council’s decision, passed a 
resolution by 45 votes to 25in support of the 
CRC and saying that withdrawal of council 
support would have. disastrous 
consequences for race relations. 
(Scunthorpe Evening Telegraph 10.7.82.) 


